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CARONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 












THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the 
eer fy this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Centu: 
The sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


islative 
(1803), 36 vols. 
istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 


Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. 


: Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 


Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. IT.—1066 to 1760. 


Vol. 1 te 15, 1 Wui.I. to 34 Geo, II. 
1066-1760 


REIGN OF GEORGE IIL —1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Guo. III. to 40 Geo. III. 


1760-1800 
(FIRST PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 35 ......... 41 Geo. IIL......... 1801 
ek MTT 42 Mea eS 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 36 ......... 42 Geo. III. ...... 1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued. ) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. IIL...... 1803-4 
— 3to 5...45 ae 1805 
— 6 & 7...46 ee eae 1806 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Guo. TED .2 5c 18067 
(FOURTH PARLIAMENT; ;. 3 3,2: 
Vol. 9 to 11...48 Gao. IID. ..2..21807:8 
— 12—14...49 Sa shee - 1809, 
— 15—17...50 eae 1816 
— 18 — 20...51 co 1810-IT 
— 21 — 23...52 eee cere 1812 
(FirtH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. III. .... 1812-13 
— 27 & 28...54 — .. 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 - . 1814-15 
— 32 — 34...56 Sie Seeman 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 Sethi Ss) -bomaee 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 wate! 385983 1818 
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(StxTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Guo. III. ....... 1819 
— 41 - 1819-20 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Guo. IV. ...... 1820 
— 4& 5... 2 oa ee oem 1821 
— 6— 7... 3 SF Lbs 1822 
— 8— 9... 4 Oe gag tak 1823 
— 10—11... 5 ewe ST 1824 
— 12—13... 6 es eee OF Fe" 1825-6 
— 4—1)65... 7 — ben eee 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 

A meerere 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
ey | ah Sree 8 Re 1827 
— 18 &19... 9 ae vases 1828 
—, 20 — 21...10 tee 1829 

22 to 25...11 ences 1830 





Third Series. 
| REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 


ge°o. 3 2 QMINTH’ PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol, ‘1° to 3...°1 Wi. IV....... 1830-1 


@°o 0% 200 © 


°°. {Tera PARLIAMENT.) 


Vols, £°ta, 8... 2 Wit. IV. ...... 183] 

Sear Gug... FO a 1832 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wi. IV....... 1833 

— 21 — 25... 5 sees 1834 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wm. IV....... 1835 

— 31 — 35... 7 — 1836 

— 36 — 38... 8 chal Hisiicen 1837 








vi CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PAR 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 
(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45— 50... 2 ss. peak 1839 
-— 51— 55... 3 eet i sbewael 1840 
~—~ “6—58...4 — (a) 1841 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
OME skeaseose 4 ha eaasticame (b) 1841 
— 60to 65...5 — cess 1842 
— 66 — 71... 6 ae cones 1843 
me IQ ae HT hee TH he deal 1844 
— 77 — 82... 8 6  Libesdtios 1845 
— 88— 88... 9 inh, - eeataee 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 —_ (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vek: BG. « <etiader. 10 VictorIA (b) 1847 
— 96tol0l...11 ee eee 1848 
— 102 —107...12 wet 8 SS cous 1849 
— 108 -—113...13 ee. cht gate 1850 
— 114—118...14 eee «ee 1851 
— 119 —122...15 — (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
WEEE akspaces 15 Victoria (b) 1852 
— 124 to129...16 alte Oe eda 1853 
— 130 —135...17 ee Pe 1854 
— 136 —139...18 dean. FE 1855 
— 140 —143...19 Fe 1856 
ae)’ ) eeeeeee 20 — (a) 1857 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151...21 ane, eeeadl 1858 
— 153 —153...22 — (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
22 VICTORIA + , $b} 18.59 + 


LIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont, 
(TwENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 








Vol. 154 to 155... 
_ 156 —160...2 3 =? %..418 A 
— 161 —164...24 — a 
— 165 —168...25 9 — 3 “SCA TBORT: 
— 169 —172...26 2° .2.148633 
a ee ae 
101 —-100..25 — . vy. eee 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VICTORIA ...... 1866 
— 185 —189...30 yi ee 1867 
— 190 —193...31 .— 1867-8 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 Victoria... 1863-9 
— 199 —203...33 sem... Necaeins 1870 
-— 204 —208...34 a Ahhewtes 1871 
— 209 —213...35 aes eee 1872 
— 214 —217...36 ae ipeleias 1873 


Vol. 218 to 221...37 VicTORIA ...... 1874 
— 222 —226...38 yer 1875: 
— 227 —231...39 rsh sdidan 1876 
— 232—236..40 —  ...... 1877 
— 237 —242...41 aah gat 1878: 
— 243 —249...42 — «+» 1878-9 
— 250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 
(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 252 to 256...43 VicrorIA (b) 1880 
— 257 —26d...44 Ly a uewese 188] 
— 266 —373..4'° — a) 1882 
— 274 & 275...45 — (b) 1882 
— 276 to283...46 cee 1883 
— 6—908...47 0 a 1884 
— 293 —301...48 — 1884-5 
(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicTORIA (a) 1886. 
(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 308 & 309...49 VicroRIA (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 hae tre 1887 
— 322 —332...51 meee phat 1888 
— 333 —340...52 ieee tea 1889 
— 341 —348...53 ig PE 1890 
— 349 —356...54 _ 1890-1 
Fourth Series. 
(TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. 1to 6...55 VicTorRIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIrTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Webccd: ..xeubll 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 —- 1893-4 
— 22— 29...57 op Te 1894 
— 30— 35...58 nti Sahian 1895 
er (TyaNty SrxTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Tobi "86 $223.3.2.59 VicrorIa ...... 1895 
* 37 1 =e. -59 _ 1895-6 
tts HS 77 52. a Se ee 1897 
Seis PRSSI65..61 — on... 1898 
er em FO mj Resa 1899 
OLS Sa ee gee e Ber 1899 
~es 78 — 83...63 on; ipieenext 1900 
— & ... 63&64 --...... 1900 
— 85 — 87...64 same iach 1900 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

_ le se 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 
REIGN OF EDWARD VIL. 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
WRI AED. 5. :c0a01- 1 Epwarp VII....1901 
— 90to 100 1 — ...1901 
— 101 .. 1&2 — --- 1902 
— 102 toll0 2 — .--1902 
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THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALIsBuRY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSsEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEorGk HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CapoGAn, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 
Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDON DERRY, K.G. 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary ame a the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury——-J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the ae, 427°~ 0. he EP Esq., M.P. 

. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., ; 
Lords of the Treasury —{ Wrrtian HAYES FisHrr, Esq., M.P. 

My 7 mo La’ yee ERR, K.C.B. 

. ice-Admiral A. UGLAS. 

Lands of the saniy —{ Aa W. H. May, M.V.O. 

Capt. JoHN DURNFORD, C.B., D.S.O. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office——Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Rt. Hon. JEssE CoLLinGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONsLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT Lawson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. Carson K.C. M.P. 





HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunz, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of Clarendon. 

Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLANv-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of Pemprokge anp Montcome_ry, G.C.V.O. 

Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Portiann, K.G., G.C.V.O. 

Paymaster-General——_ His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 

Comptroller of the Household——Viscount Vauentia, M. P. 

Treasurer of the Household——Victor C. W. CavEnpisH, Esq., M.P. 

Master of the Buckhounds——Right Hon. Lord CuzsHam. 

Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WaLDEGRAVE. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Kin rors, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Densicu. 

| a _ i } a agua K.C.V.O. 

: eas t. Hon. OWE. 

Lords-in-Waiting—— p+ Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Bagcor. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Surr1eip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——-Rt. Hon. Lord Batrour or BuRLEMH. 
Lord Justice-General—— Rt. Hon. J. B. Batrour. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GrauAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinssureu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of Leven anp MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General -—CHaR.zEs Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Earl Capocan, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. Greorck WynpuaM, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harrz1, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horack PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Arxinson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Go. Wricut, Esq., K.C. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 
Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. GRAHAM, -, C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tusicsr, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——EpwarpD HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT Gray, Esq, 
Chief Clerk and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Esq. 
—— Oe Printed Offi L. Esq 

eers’ Pri Paper ce——C. L. ANSTRUTHER, > 

Principal Clerk, Poudicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 


SKENE, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Laue, 
Principal Clerk of Private Commit . F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ’ 
Other Clerks——W. H. Hamivron Gorpoy, Esq.; C. L. ANstruTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. McDonnett, A. H. Ropinson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. St. Jonny, Esq.; V. M. Bropunen, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stronor; H. J. F. Bapetey, 
Esq. ; C. Heapram, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq.; and A. Texyxsoy, 





Accountant——G. Fuixss, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worrett, ©. E. Curzierr, A. M. Strom, J. W. F. Looks, 
J. MoMzan, G. Bennett, G. T. Pru. 

Librarian——S. Arruur Srrone, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Burr, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WorrFs1.. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Juune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fs, " 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. S. Brppuupn, G.C.B. 

Yeoman ee ee T. D. Burien. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir Fizerwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.0O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wiiuiams, Esq. 















HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 
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Resident Engineer ier PP ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. WEDNESDAY, 25TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Broadstairs Gas Bill —Lords Amendments considered and agreed to 
Metropolitan Railway ban hs et. considered ; to be read the 


third time 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
te wih .—Re-committed to the Committee on kasd 9 of ied Bills.— 
Sir William Hart Dyke.) : ‘ ee 


IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER CONFIRMATION Bitt (UNDER THE PRIVATE 
LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. dpenaanae a second time 
and ordered to be considered tomorrow . nh 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill— “To empower the Urban 
District Council of Fleetwood, in the county of Lancaster, to construct 
new outfall and other sewers, and for other al somal read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill [Lorps].—Report [June 24] 
from the Select Committee on a Orders read ; Bill to be read a 


second time 
PETITIONS. 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against : From Cawston, 
egg Naigaaget New ee: Denholme and Farnworth, to lie _— the 
able... ; 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.— Petitions for alteration: From 
Wortley and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table . ; ids ‘ is 


Lanp TRANSFER AcT, 1897.— Petition from Lodi for eee into the 
compulsory system of registration ; to lie upon the Table .... 
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June 52.) 


LICENSING BiILL.—Petitions in favour: From Thetford and Farnworth ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ; ne eae ee et ioe ’ ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pusitic ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS WARNED.—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered June 12 ; Sir Francis Sis ese: to lie opps the +: oe and to be 
printed. [No. 240.] ; 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) (ENDOWED ScuHoois Acts).— Copy 
— resented, of Report of the Proceedings of the Charity Commissioners for 
gland and Wales, under the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for 

the year 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 241. ] 


EpucaTION (IRELAND) (COMMISSIONERS’ ORDERS).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered May 28 ; Mr. 7. M. - Healy) ; to lie is the Wiese and 
to be printed. [No. 242.) ‘sn 


TRADE ReEpoRTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual _— Nos. 2829 to 2831 [by poegnst to lie 
upon the Table .. : 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS Qeesovvcr UNDERTAKINGS).—Return ordered, 
“of the Reproductive Undertakings carried on by Municipal Boroughs 
(ordered by the House on the 4th day of August, 1898), brought up to 
the 3lst day of March, 1902 (in continuation of Parliamentary ~— No. 88, 
of Session 1899. ”_( Sir Henry Fowler.) rn 


Navication Laws.—Return ordered, “containing a reprint of the Appendix 
to the Fifth Report from the Select Committee on the Navigation Laws, 
1847, entitled ‘ A Comparative View of the re Law of 1860 and 
1847.’ "—(Sir Howard Vincent.) . 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PosITION OF MARRIED WoMEN TRUSTEES.—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason 
(Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Attorney General , 


INDIAN Customs DUTIES. — Sir John Rolleston cheapie Answer, 
India Office... oe 


InpIA—MoNnsOON PROSPECTS—PROBABILITY OF FER — ee Mr. Mount 
(Berkshire, Newbury) ; Answer, India Office si icon 


PRINTING AND IsSUING OF ROYAL COMMISSIONERS’ REPORTS. — PORT OF 
LonDoN ComMISSION.—Question, Mr. John Ellis a tiatindantes Rush- 
cliffe) ; Answer, Treasury ioe 


Customs— W ATERGUARD AR RE a ey Mr. Charles McArthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Treasury ... 


WooDNEWTON (NORTHAMPTONSHIRE) PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Col. 
Stopford-Sackville (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Post Office ... . 


CoRONATION HOLIDAYS—PAY AND LEAVE OF PosTAL SERVANTS. ro 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Post Office — de 


BETHNAL GREEN MusgeUM —-EXHIBITION OF ART FuURNITURE.—Question, 
Sir Mancherjee Mbarnaggne Lvanted Green, N. Bis ; Answer, Board of 
Education : 
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aL SERVICE—HoLIpAY WorK AND LEAVE.— Qeeties, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Treasury od a ae 


y Excise Orricers—HoLipAy Work AND LEAVE. — psaamaaapan 
Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, Treasury ee cs aa we 


DISASTER IN THE West INDIES—Boarp oF TRADE AWARD TO CapPT. 
FREEMAN, OF THE “ RODDAM.” — = Mr. Firbank ra E. i . 
Answer, Board of Trade oa : 2 2.5 me 


[nish ELEMENTARY TEACHERS—INSTRUCTIONS IN IRISH—DELAY IN PAYING 
Extra FEEs. tecccasinn Mr. Thomas O’Donnell — Patib : — 


Irish Office 


Irish EDUCATION — EAsTeR EXAMINATION OF MONITORS AND KING'S 
ScHOLARS.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) ; Answer, Irish Office 


LapouRERS (IRELAND) ACTS—APPLICATION OP Mr. NorRIS, OF ANNAGH, 
LiwerIcK.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, Irish Office... 


Insh County Courts—LAw oF LANDLORD. AND TENANT. — Question, 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; Answer, Irish Office ies san aes 


DepucTIONS FROM WAGES—AMENDMENT OF THE TRUCK AcT.—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Home Office 


ScorTisH VOLUNTEER OFFICERS TRAINING WITH THE MILITIA. i aerials 
Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) ; Answer, War Office ba 


ARRANGEMENTS UNDER THE NEw “ QUESTIONS” RULE.—Question, Sir saad 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, Treasury va 


Nava Prize MonEy.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, Admiralty 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Tae INTERVENTION OF BLACK Ron. Pirpeeneete Mr. Swift MacNeill oe 
8.) ; Answer, Mr. Speaker ‘ . 


MarTIAL LAW AT THE CAPE.—Question, Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, The First Lord of the aera’ ms A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.)... ‘ ‘ bee 


SUSPENSION OF THE CAPE CoNSTITUTION—LORD MILNER’s LETTER OF 19TH 
May.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.) and Sir H. Cam ‘i 
Bannerman ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies deve 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) er 


CotontaL HELP IN THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies auneuen 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. ae oe - 


Bork LEADERS AND THE CIVIL ADMINISTRATION. —— Mr. Alfred Davies ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. 8 ae Ke ea a 


RETURN OF THE REFUGEES. reared Mr. Alfred Davies ; =— Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ; ae woe ; 


SourH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY—OFFICERS’ PSS ae ten enc rane Mr. 
Fitzroy (Northamptonshire, S.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain bid 
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‘SouTtH LANCASHIRE REGIMENT—VOLUNTEER COMPANY.—Question, Mr. Pier- 
point (Warrington) ; Answer, The Financial becaresind to the War — 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) . 


EXPLOSION AT WALTHAM ABBEY MILLS—CASE OF W. WILKINSON. — 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : 


\GIBRALTAR—Dock LABOURERS’ STRIKE—ALLEGED ASSISTANCE TO EMPLOYERS 
BY ARMY AND Navy AUTHORITIES.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answers, The Secretary to the mgr a bpn-rictmee 
Belfast, W. ) and Lord Stanley... ‘ 


‘CoronaTIon Bus FarEs.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), Mr. Flynn, 
and Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answers, The = Sens of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) . +“ 


MORECAMBE WINTER GARDENS—ALLEGED Caart TO ag aan. 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ad 


ENStLAGE.—Question, Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, E.) ; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


BELFAST SMALLPOX HospiTau.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell ; ethan The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... si : 


IrisH CoNGESTED Districts Boarp—BoaT ButLpinG CONTRACTS. pincrgiee 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRISH LANDLORDS’ COMBINATION.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh; Answer, Mr. 
Unttep Irish Leacue—Civit Action AGAINST LEADERS. ieeecsiies Mr. 
MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... . P pe sn on 


Rak’s Estate, County Kerry. Siete Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell oo W. Ds 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RaiLway CaRriaGE OF IRISH PRODUCE.—Questions, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 5.) 
and Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


CoMMITTAL FoR CoNTEMPT OF CouRT—CaSE OF JOHN LAVIN. ar orga. 
Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ‘te 


‘Stico Prison Starr—Hovurs or WorKING. —— Mr. Rosy ; Comat. 
Mr. Wyndham .. ves ose ods er 


«CLAIMS ARISING FROM ACTION OF EX-SERGEANT SHERIDAN. on 
Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... - om va we 0 


‘CRIMES AcT PRISONERS.—Questions, Mr. Delany Queen’ s County, Ossory), Mr. 
Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid. a.) and Mistinit 3 Donelan on" Co., + Bs. Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


SLIGO MODEL Sooo%—Queston, Mr. William Johnston snag 8); Rll 
Mr. Wyndhan .. 


CAVAN AND LEITRIM QUARTER SESSIONS. £0 ae Mr. M‘Govern age ); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham i é i iis 
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or THE KiInc.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland), and Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae ne nie a ne 


BUSINESS OF THE E+ Seaeiiem, Sir H. engines Bannerman ; Tecate 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


|WPRISONMENT OF A MemBer.—Ordered, That Mr. Dillon be discharged, and 
that Mr. John Redmond be added to the Select Committee.—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 


Finance Bill—_(Tuirp ReapinG.]—Order for the Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day three months.’”—(M/r. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. 

Mr. Hunter Craig (Lanarkshire, Govan) 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) ; 

Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, my... 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N. ) 

Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead)... 

Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) ... 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. r-) 
Sir William Harcourt ae mass e, W. fo ina 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ... 

Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk) , 

Mr. Batty Langley (Sheffield, Atter cliff iF 

Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid.) ‘i 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 286 ; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 247.) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
JULNESS OF THE KING. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


The sitting was suspended at a quarter to eight o’clock. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Licensing Bill—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amend- 
ment pro [17th ‘June] on consideration of the Bill, as amended (by 


the Standing Committee), which Amendment was: “ In page 4, line 21, to 
leave out Clause 9.”—(Mr Harwood.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words of the clause to the end of line 
25 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 

Mr. T. etna A ving be ne! ye 

Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) ... 

Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) .... ahs 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ip nae - a sa at 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ea sive be pre a 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, S.) ... 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.)  ... 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 298 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 248.) 


It being after Midnight, ‘further consideration, as amended (by the Stand- 
Committee), stood adjourned till Friday. 


‘Food and Drugs Acts Amendment Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Joyce (Limerick) oan oe = sib ih des 
The President of the Board of Agriczltwre (Mr.Hanbury, Preston) 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Friday. 


‘TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ giving (1) the names of the 
Training Colleges in Ireland, whether under the management of the 
National Board or under local ment, on behalf of which application 
was made to the Commissioners of National Education within the last three 
years to sanction an increase in the number of King’s scholars which each 
such College was authorised to admit to training; (2) the number of 
King’s scholars in each such case which each such College was authorised 
to admit at the time of the above application ; (3) the increased number of 
King’s scholars asked to be authorised for admission in each case ; (4) the 
decisions of the Commissioners of National Education in each case, giving, 
if the decision was favourable, the increase authorised in each case.”— 


(Mr, Boland.) ... 143 


ILLNEss OF THE Kinc.—On the Motion for adjournment— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1902. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Exeter and District Tramways Bill [H. - .—The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the promoters do not intend to proceed further 
with the Bill: Ordered That the Bill be not further proceeded with . 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill.—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the o ya euine to the Bill was withdrawn : The Order made 
on the 19th instant discharged, and Bill committed .. whi 


Swansea rgeeeioen sn [H. he —Read 3*, and cate te and sent to the 
Commons a 


Belfast Corporation Bill; Broadstairs Gas Bill.—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to . 


Rickmansworth Gas Bill [H. <f —Returned from the Commons ee to, 
with Amendments ae 


Electric Lig! hting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; North Metropolitan 
Electric Power Supply Bill; North British Railway General Powers) Bill ; 
Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railways (Vesting) Bill ; Caledonian Rail- 
way Bill; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock 
(South Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill [#.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) 
Bill [H.L.]; Gas Orders onfirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.1.]; London County 
Council ( eneral Powers) Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz.— 


M. Winchester. 

E. Bathurst. 

L. Stewart of Garlies. (£. Galloway.) 
L. Fermanagh. (£. Erne) (Chairman.) 
L. Wandsworth. 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday next at eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders Blll.—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 14th day of March last, “ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House ‘of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Thursday, the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
anid that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* Senne: and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House tomorrow . 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.L.].—Amendments sipseuee 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow AF 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill.—Read 3* (according ‘to order), and passed 


Tramways Orders Confirmation S o. 2) Bill [x..].—Amendments pees 
e «si 


(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


InpIA (ACCOUNTS AND EstIMATEs, 1902-1903).—Explanatory memorandum by 
the Secretary of State for India ee wea abe ie ak sb 


Water TUBE peg age of the Committee appointed by the Lords 
Commissioners of the Admiralty to consider certain questions respecting 
modern types of boilers for naval purposes ... din ab vi si 


TRADE REPORTS. 


No. 2829, Denmark. 
No. 2830, Spain (Canary Islands). 
No. 2831, Turkey (Bengazi). 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) (ENDOWED ScHooLs ActTs).—Report of the 
proceedings of the Charity Commissioners for England and Wales under 
the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for the year 1901 34: i 


Po.iine Districts (County or DuRHAM).—Orders made by the County Council 
of the Peco f of Durham altering certain polling districts in the county. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877.—Statute made by the 
Governing Body of Wadham College, Oxford, on 15th March, 1902, 
amending Clause 11 of Statute II of the Statutes of the College, laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 128.) 


TRAINING COLLEGES.—Return respecting, laid before the House (pursuant to 
order of the 13th instant), and to be printed. (No. 129.) ... es me 


Finance ee from the Commons ; read 1* ; to be printed ; and to 
be read 2* on Thursday next.—(The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salisbury.) 
(No. 130.) see. tte RODEN aA |, AURA: Ap Rar ee 

Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [H.t.]—Read 3* (according to order) and 
passed, and sent to the Commons __.... ny ges ie bi ie 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to order) : 
Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee ... it ace iad ee ee sis cs ii ie 

PusLic ACCOUNTS.—Message from the Commons for leave for the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to attend to be examined as a witness before the Select Com- 


mittee of that House. Leave given accordingly, and a Message ordered to 
be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith 7 aa es 


Shop Clubs Bill—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
Viscount Cross ... nai coe 33 


Second Reading put off to Thursday next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, till to- 
morrow, a quarter past Four o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Northern menway Go. 1) ae. —Lords Amendments considered 
and agreed to .. 


Bradford Corporation anal se —Read the third time and o anh 
with Amendments 


Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill [Lorps]. (Kine’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED. Read the third time and passed, with Amendments ee 


Rusthall Manor oe gee —Read the third time and i paneed, with Amend- 


ments 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 1 Tramways Bill ([Lorps].— As 
amended, considered ; read the third time... in =" sil 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lorps]_—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 2, 


Irvine Corporation Order Coapnatees eel —Considered ; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next 


PETITIONS. 


Baxker, S. H. BapRI PersHAD.—Petition of S. H. Badri Pershad Renton f for 
redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table 


EtvcaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Biti:—Petitions against: From Hull, 
Ashton-under-Lyne, Derby, Leicester, Halifax, Rochester (two), Shildon, 
and General ere of the United Free Church of Scotland ; to lie “on 
the Table ie 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Birkenshaw for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table ; ‘a ‘ne ote pee 


Ri, KorraAPPALLI SREENIVASEE.—Petition of iain Sreenivassee Rao 
‘for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table : sie os 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Factory AND WorkKSHOP Acts (FRUIT ere Terme: = 18th 
June] to be printed. [No. 243.] : 


Pottine Districts (County or DurHAM).—Copy presented, of Orders made ‘ 
the County Council of the County of Durham, altering certain —e 
Districts in the County [by Act]; to lie upon the Table _... 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 (OxFoRD).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of Wadham College, Oxford, 
on 5th March, 1902, amending Clause 1] of Statute II of the Statutes of 
the College [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 244.] 


East INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND EsTimATES, 1902-3).—Copy presented, of and 
tory Memorandum by the sisciuinea cee of State for India = Loy | Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ 
VOL. CX.  [Fourta SERiEs.] “6 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 





Post Orrice Savincs BANK—SupposeED Deposit or MARY REILLY.—Question, 


Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Post Office 150 


Mr. O’Shaugh- 


eee 


SHANNON FisHery Byr-Laws—LocaL INQUIRIES.—Question, 
nessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, Irish Office .. sii 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


15] 









ILLNESS OF THE KiNG.—Questions, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) and Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, S.) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) i: de ads rey 







/ TIENTSIN AGREEMENT.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord 
Cranborne, Rochester) ... Vs bia wei : es aii is 







Mor.ey Estate, County CAVAN.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... si 






INSPECTION OF BOARDED-OUT CHILDREN IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Delany 
(Queen’s Co., Ossory), Mr. William Johnston, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
S.), and Capt. Donelan (Cork Co., E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... ae 






154 





BusINEsS OF THE Housk.—Question, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir William 
Walrond, Devonshire, Tiverton) +3 se ae on was a 
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MESSAGE TO THE LoRDS—-PuBLIC AccouNnTs.—Ordered, That a Message be sent 
to the Lords to request that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to attend to be examined as a Witness before 
the Committee of Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur Hayter.) ... 








MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—Pus.ic AccouNTs.—That they give leave to the 
Clerk of the Parliaments to attend to be examined as a Witness before the 
Select Committee appointed by this House on Public Accounts 















SUPPLY. 





{14TH ALLoTTED Day.]} 






Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 






CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. Crass IV. 
—Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£707,712, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for Public Education in Scotland, 
and for Science and Art in Scotland, including a Grant in Aid.” 
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The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) “i ne oF 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 
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Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) .. 

Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) .. 

Mr. J. A. Campbell (Glasgow and Aberdeen m Universities) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 

Mr. Ure (Linlithgowshire) .. 

Mr. Maawell (Dumfriesshire) 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 


Motion made, and. Question proposed, “ That Item C (Galarice) be reduced 
by £50.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


Mr, A. Graham Murray 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid. )- 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ... és 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Suppiy. (14TH ALLoTTeD Day.]} 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


- (ivi, SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1902-3. Crass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £400, be 
granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to defray ‘the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903, for a grant to the Board of Trustees for 
Manufactures in Scotland in aid of the maintenance of the National 
Gallery, School of Art, and Museum of Antiquities, Scotland, &c.” 


Sir John Stirling-Mazwell (Glasgow, College) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £3,300, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Sir John Stirling- Maxwell.) 


Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs.) 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) : 
Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Mr. Caldwell 
Mr. Bonar Law (Glasgow, ‘Blackfrian 8) 
Captain Balfour (Middlesex, Hornsey) 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beac ‘h, Br istol, W. *) 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) dus x 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling seat 
Sir Herbert Maxwell (Wigtonshire) é 
62 
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Dr. Farquharson ee W. r’) és os Str oe 
Mr. Parker Smith . 2 is aa “8 .. 218 
The Earl of Dalkeith (Roxburgh) .. no sth ss 04s .- 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, BE.) ms a hae - 
Mr. Aleander Cross (Glasgow, Camlacie) in dah 4 in ae 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ... ae mB sa .. 220 
Sir J. — ee ee si ins ne as --. 930 
Mr. Weir ... “ie ‘ine ses one oe ‘09 . «©2929 
Sir M. Hicks Beach “it a ee eis dss a = 
Sir Charles Dalrymple (Ipawich) att ios tei ~~ ie icc 
Sir Herbert Maxwell wae val aie sit wa - 938 
Mr: Alexander Cross ra eee “ ae ons an 












Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 






Original Question put, and agreed to. 







Cass III. 


ee made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £54,287, 

be granted to. His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses of 
the Lord Advocate’s Department, and other law charges, and the 
salaries and expenses of the Courts of Law and Justice in Scotland.” 






ILL 














Mr. Caldwell ne We ‘aia nee dis Ge a ay 
Mr. Parker Smith .. Give sea a bas aa ih cn 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ae sed Ho oie “ae at --» 295 
Mr. Weir ... de £33 adi sas ae = aa wos 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the salary of the Lord Advocate.”—(Mr. Weir.) 







Nor 






Mr. A. Graham Murray ... vie “0 ots sd ron oo an 
Mr. Caldwell me Sol at aiid jks oa hie .-» 239 





Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
. Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Weir ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £500, in respect of the salary of the Crown Agent.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


Mr. A. Graham Murray ... 


oO el SE Aaa 










Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 45 ; Noes, 115. (Division List No. 249.) 






Ses 






Original Question again proposed. 


It being after Midnight, the CHAIRMAN left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 







Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; Committee also report progress ; to 
sit again tomorrow. 
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IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. P. A. M‘Hucu, M.P.—Special Report from the Select 
Committee brought up, and read, as followeth :— 


“Your Committee having been informed that Mr. Patrick Aloysius 
M‘Hugh, Member for North Leitrim, being in gaol under a magisterial 
order in petty sessions in Ireland, is unable to attend the meeting of your 
Committee without the intervention of the House, and, being desirous of 
securing his attendance, recommend that the necessary steps should be 
taken by the House to secure his attendance before them.” 


Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 245.] 

Ordered, that the Governor of Sligo Prison, or other officer in whose 
custody Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, Esquire, may be, do bring the said 
Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, Esquire, in safe custody on Monday next, at 
Twelve o'clock, to the said Committee, and so from time to time as often 


as his attendance shall be thought necessary, and that Mr. SPEAKER do issue 
his warrant accordingly.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) oe bas Nos 


ILLNESS OF THE KinG.—On the Motion for Adjournment, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 27TH JUNE, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North yet ig 2 sce tremens Bill ; York Corporation Bill ; Colwyn 
Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill; London and North- 
Western Railway Bill; North-Eastern Railway Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Metro- 
politan District Railway Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz., 


D. Wellington, 

E. Powis, ee 

E. Rosse (Chairman), 
L. Wandsworth, 

L. Killanin ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The Committee to 
meet on Thursday next at eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bil vie 


Ystradfellte Water Bill [.1.].—The King’s consent signified ; Bill read 3°, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons ‘is ee ons ad aoe 


City of London (Spitalfield Market) Bill; Halifax Corporation Bill._— 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 


233 


oer wet ee *? oF 


Commons 
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Electric _ ting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ; North Metropolitan 
Electric Power Supply Bill ; North British Railway ( mr Tose Powers) Bill ; 
Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill ; Caledonian 
Railway Bill ; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction ’ Railway and 
Dock (South Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill e ; Electric Li ighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) 
Bill [H.L.] ; Gas an ater Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill te LJ]; 
London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Marquess of Bristol be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the _ of the 
Lord Wandsworth ; read, and agreed to . 


Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; a Piending 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.1.]; Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3* demmeas ac stiatiade and sieain and 
sent to the Commons ... A 


Great Northern Railway _ 1) = —Returned from the menage with 
the Amendments agreed to... 


Rusthall Manor Bill [x. “ —Returned from the neenenes nansaghs to, with 
Amendments , 


Bradford Corporation Bill [x.L.] ; Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill 


[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons, 4 to, with Amendments ; the 
said Amendments considered and agreed to . sa 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lunacy.—Fifty-sixth a of the Commissioners in cite to the Lord 
Chancellor 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCORPORATION OF MORECAMBE).—Charter of the 
Corporation of the borough of Morecambe, dated 24th June, 1902... 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 To 1891 (ConDITIONAL LiIcENCE).—Licence 
gue by His Majesty to Augusta Villa Robson, a convict under 
tention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition 
that she enter the London Preventive and Reformatory Institution, Euston 
Road, N.W. 
Laid ——- the House eres to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table wi : 


PoLicE RESERVISTS BILL [SEconD REaDING].—Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lord Belper 


Bill read 2* (according to ween and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL [SECOND READING].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. . 


Lord Belper 
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Bill read 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 27TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at.. Twelve of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. - 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bris [LorpDs] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CompLieD WirTH); Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next 


City of London (Public Health) Bill (Changed from “City of London 
(Streets) Bill”); Kent Water Bill ; South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 
tribution Bill; West Ham Gas Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to eek 19 as os neu sg 34 4 at 

Swansea Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... nid ani ve five 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.— They have agreed to:—Pilotage Provisional 
Order Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; without 


Amendment. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Swansea to construct and work tramways and to construct street improve- 
ments and other works; to enclose the common lands known as Graig- 
Trewyddfa; to confer powers upon the Corporation in regard to their 
electric lighting undertaking, their recreation grounds, and the establish- 
ment of insurance and other funds ; to provide for the discontinuance of 
payments to the twelve senior burgesses ; and to make further provision in 
regard to the health, local government, and improvement of the borough ; 
and the borrowing of money by the Corporation ; and for other purposes.” 
[Swansea Corporation Bill (Lords).] ... aS a dts os ah 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against: From Blaenau 
Festiniog ; Luton (two) ; Penn ; High Wycombe (two); Leicester (two) ; 
Calverley ; Clapham ; Wirral ; and Gawthorpe ; to lie upon the Table... 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bit. — Petitions for alteration: From 
Leeds ; and Old Oscott ; to lie upon the Table ag ada Sad 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MuNIcipaL CorPORATIONS (INCORPORATION OF MoRECAMBE).—Copy presented, 
of Charter of Incorporation of the Borough of Morecambe, dated 24th June, 


1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 238 
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PENAL SeRviTUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—-Copy presented, of Licence 
— to Augusta Villa Robson, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
rison, permitting her to be at large, on condition that she enter the London 
Preventive and _Sraletioets Institution, Euston Road, N.W. [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 
Lunacy.—Copy of the Fifty-Sixth — of the Commissioners in Lunacy to 
the Lord Chancellor, with Appendix [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 246]... as as oi ts ‘ei Si 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


GRANTS TO UNIVERSITY CoLLEGES — HARTLEY CoLLEGE, SOUTHAMPTON.— 
Question, Sir Barrington Simeon (Southampton) ; Answer, Treasury 


IkisH LAND CoMMIssION CLERKSHIPS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S$.) ; 
Answer, Irish Office... gig idk sak ha 5 ee Ke 


EpvucaTion Btri.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; 
Answer, Treasury Re: me wi <: ae set Sai 


Licensing Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), further considered. 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.)... 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 30, after the word ‘ business,’ to insert the words, 
‘provided also that this sub-section shall not apply to any excise 
licence taken out by a wine dealer in respect of Colonial grown 
wine.’”—(Mr. Galloway.) 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ... on % ” mn 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 8S.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 31, to leave out from the word ‘ notwithstanding,’ 
on 


to the sec word ‘the,’ in line 33, and insert the words ‘any enact- 
ment to the contrary.’”—(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Question a “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritchie... ee “As am 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 
Mr. Herbert Robertson... ee 
Mr, Cripps (Lancashire Stretford) 





Se OS el 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 34, after the word ‘discretion,’ to insert the 
words ‘ except as hereinafter provided.’ ”—(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) ; 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) ... ee 

Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) ... ‘as Si 

Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) ... 

Mr. Lyttelton (Warwick and Leamington) vo 

Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester, N.W.) 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne)... ih 

Mr. Ritchie... soak eS a am 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) eas dies # sas Hf 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) i ie it 
Mr, Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) ... 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 5, after the word ‘licences,’ to insert the words, 


‘(4) Provided that where a licence for a sale of wine, spirits, liquors, 
sweets, or cider, not to be consumed on the premises, was in force on 


the 25th day of June, 1902, an application for the renewal of such 


licence or of any licence granted by way of renewal thereof from time 
to time shall not be refused to the person holding such licence, except 
on one or more of the grounds on which it might have been refused if 
this Act had not intel av on the ground that the licensee has been 
guilty of misconduct in the management of his business under such 
licence. —(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Reid... ia 

Sir Robert Finlay ... ve ios yea ee 

Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice ( Wiltshire, Cricklade) 
Proposed Amendment amended— 


“ By leaving out the words ‘holding such licence,’ and inserting 
the words ‘ who held such licence on the twenty-fifth day of June, one 
thousand nine hundred and two.’ ”—(Sir Robert Reid.) 


Sir Robert Reid... 

Sir Robert Finlay... ... 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Wallace ois ane 

Mr. Ritchie... ines s is 

Mr. Galloway ai nd ie 
Proposed Amendment further amended— 


“ By inserting after the word ‘has,’ the words ‘sold surreptitiously 
under such licence, or has assisted in concealing or misrepresenting the 
nature of govds sold under such licence, or has in any other way in 
the opinion of the justices,’”—(Sir Robert Reid. 
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Question proposed, “ That the Amendment, as amended, be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Reid ... o jai oe er ios i we 267 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, S.) we axe wii ss in -- 267 


Page 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, lines 13 and 14, to leave out the words ‘gives in- 
creased facilities for drinking,’ and insert the words ‘enlarges the 
portion of the premises used by the public for consumption of liquor 


on the premises.’”—(Mr. Groves.) 


Question eas “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” * 


Mr. Ritchie 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Groves... 
Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 5, line 14, to leave out from the words ‘or conceals,’ 
to the word, ‘or,’ in line 15, and insert the words ‘ the person obtaining 
intoxicating liquor from the observation of the person supplying the 
same.’”—(Mr. Groves.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritchie 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Herbert Robertson 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 18, after the word ‘way,’ to insert the words 
‘or involves rebuilding wholly or in part the licensed premises.’ ”— 
(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 
Question proposed “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 
Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Groves ... 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 39, after the word ‘such,’ to insert the word 
‘ structural.’ ”—(Mr. Groves.) 
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eee proposed, “ That the word ‘structural’ be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and Amendment proposed by Mr. 
Ritchie agreed to. 


Other Amendments made. 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 6, after the word ‘railway,’ to insert the words 
‘or pier.’ ”—(Mr. David Morgan.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘or pier’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) ~s 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) ... 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 7, after the word ‘liquor,’ to insert the words 
‘but he shall be ‘disqualified to act for any purpose under these Acts: if 
he has publicly stated that he has a conscientious objection to the sale 
of intoxicating liquor.’”—(Mr. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Ritchie 

Mr. Groves . 

Mr. Goulding 

Mr. Marshall ‘Hall (Lancashire Southport 
Mr. Caine . 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen ° 

Mr. Newdigate (Wi arwickshire, Mi uneaton) 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, 6, line 9, after the word ‘clerk,’ to insert the words ‘in 
any way.’”—(Mr. Broadhurst.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Finlay . 
Sir Robert Reid 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Ritchie... 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 13, to leave out from thg word ‘clerk,’ to the 
word ‘except,’ in line 15. n —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Whittaker... 

Sir Robert Finlay ... 

Mr. Broadhurst... 

Mr. Talbot (Ozford University) - 

Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W) 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) .. 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) _.. 

Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 6, line 13, after the word ‘clerk,’ to insert the words 
‘nor shall he act in any such proceeding at any licensing or petty 
sessions held for any district adjoining thereto for any person carrying 
on business in the district for which he is clerk.’ ”"—(Mr. Talbot.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Proposed Amendment amended— 
«extn: 2 out the words ‘carrying on business,’ and inserting 
the words ‘dealing in or selling intoxicating liquors.’”—(Sir William 
Tomlinson.) 


Question put, “That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 119; Noes, 206. (Division List No. 250.) 
Mr. Whittaker 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 15, to leave out the words ‘ except so far as relates 
to the preparation of notices or forms.’”—(Mr. Whittaker.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.’ 


Mr. Ritchie ; 

Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, New enton) 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Lloyd Morgan i 

Sir Robert Reid 


Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamor ganshire, Min) 
Mr. Ritchie os 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Herbert Robertson 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 21, to leave out the word ‘February,’ and insert 
the word ‘ March.’”—(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘February’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Ritchie 

Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. John Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 36, after the word ‘contrary,’ to insert the words 
‘upon production of such licence to the clerk of the licensing justices 
and upon payment to him of the fees which would have been payable 
if that licence had been renewed at a general annual licensing meeting 
held in August or September one thousand nine hundred and two,.”— 
(Mr. John Button.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Ritchie 


Proposed Amendment amended— 


“ By inserting after the words ‘him of,’ the words ‘half of.”— 
(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


Question, “That those words, as amended, be there inserted,” put, and 
agreed to. 
Mr. Groves... 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 41, to leave out the words ‘ or Section 14,’”— 
(Mr. Groves.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
of the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritchie 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Gretton 

Verbal Amendment made. 
Mr. Whittaker 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 19, after ‘1828,’ to insert the words, ‘(5) In 
respect of an application for the transfer or removal of a licenge under 
section fourteen of the Alehouse Act, 1828, to other premises not 
theretofore licensed for the sale of intoxicating liquor, the applicant 
shall give the like notices as are required in the case of a new 
licence.’ ”—(Mr. Whittaker.) 


Mr. Ritchie... 
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Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put and negatived. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, further proceedings on consideration of 
the Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), stood adjourned till 


Monday next. 
Labour Bureaux (London) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed ... 


Musical Copyright Bill — 60 —Read a second time and committed for 
Monday next 


Cremation Bill [Lorps].—Lc-ds’ Reason for disagreeing to one of the Amend- 
ments made by this House to the Bill, and Lords’ Amendments to the 
Commons Amendments considered forthwith. 


Lords’ Reason and Amendments considered. 


Resolved, That this House doth not insist on the Amendment to the Bill 
to which the Lords have disa e Comm and doth agree to the Amendments 
made by the Lords to the Commons Amendments to the Bill.—(Sir 


Walter Foster) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
for Codifying the Law relating to Marine Insurance. {Marine Insurance Bill 


(Lords). } 


Alsoa Bill, intituled, “An Act to amend the Pauper Children — 
Act, 1898.” [Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill (Zords)} OF 


ILLNESS OF THE Kinc.—On the Motion for the Adjournment— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... 
Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 30TH JUNE, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North British ron get A (General Powers) Bill.—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the opposition of the Bill was withdrawn ; 
the orders made on the 13th of —_— and cine last discharged, and Bill 


committed forthwith 


Manchester Corporation (General crepaned ae; Commercial Gas Bill.— 
Reported with Amendments ... i 


North British noiwey Gam Vamsi) -_. i —eperyes without Amend- 


ment 


Rusthall Manor Bill | #.L.|—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn : 
the orders made on the 5th instant and Thursday last ae and Bill 
Committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
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North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn : 
the orders made on the 10th instant and oe last — and 
Bill committed . 


nm Corporation Bill—Read 3*, with the Amendments; further 
pect tn made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons jis 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill.—Read 3", with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons i. 


Kent Electric Power Bill —Read 3*, with the Amendments ; further Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


City of London (Public Health) Bill; Kent Water Bill; South Wales 
Electrical Power Distribution Bill ; West Ham Gas Bill. — Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to , 


North Metropolitan Tramways Bill; York Corporation Bill ; Colwyn Bay 
- Colwyn Urban District Council Bill ; London and North-Western Rail- 
Beart North-Eastern Railway Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Onlers No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Metropolitan District 
Railway Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, that the Lord 
Carysfort (E. Carysfort) be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said sia in the — of The Lord Wandsworth hs 
read and agreed to 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill (u. L.]. 
House in Committee (according to order) ; the Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee, made: Standing Committee ne the sli sce 
of Amendments to be received tomorrow 


Oyster and Mussel Saey paecthanes mecise -: —Read 3 ameing 
to order), and passed . 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Five Lords appointed a Select Committee on 
the North Metropolitan Tramways, and other Bills do form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Bill, read and agreed to: All petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel —— the 
Bill, to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bill : 


Pier and Harbour Provisional (No. 1) Bill—The order made on Frida 
last appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to consider the Bill, 
discharged en ‘ zoe es oe koh a ey es 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TraDE Reports: ANNUAL Series.—No. 2832. — es No. 2833. 
Venezuela (Caracas) eae i 


SourH AFRica,—-Statistics of the Refugee Camps in South Africa 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER FisHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Forty-first 
Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries (England and Wales), for 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... bis 








xxxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 30.] 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES.—Eightieth Report of the Commissioners 
of Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, for the year 1901-1902: Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Cremation Bill |#. ge) apep Hs from the Commons with the Amendment 
to which the Lords have disagreed not insisted on; and with the . Jom 
Amendments to the Commons Amendments agreed to - : 


Labour Bureaux (London) Bill.— cel from the Commons ; read 1* ; and 
to be printed. (No. 132.) ... 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, till 
tomorrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 30TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


ILLNESS OF THE KING—R#SOLUTION OF THE HELLENIC PaRLIAMENT.— 
Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had received the following 
letter relating to the illness of His Majesty the King— 


ATHENS, 
27th June, 1902. 
To the Right Honourable WILLIAM C. GULLY, 

Speaker of the House of Commons. 

The Hellenic Parliament, of the feelings of which I am the 
interpreter, rejoices at the news of the successful operation on 
His Majesty the King Edward, and offers, with the whole Hellenic 
nation, the warmest prayers to Almighty God for the speedy 
recovery of the beloved King. 

The President of the Hellenic Parliament, 
(Signed) THEODORE RETZINAS. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.— 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]. 
Great Northern and City Railway Bill on 

Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Hastings Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Mexborough and Swinton Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
North-West London Railway Bill ‘roe * 

Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered.that the Bills be read a second time 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz.— 


Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time tomorrow 
Metropolitan Railway Bill.—Read the third time and passed 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways we ae —Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments .., 


London United sremrege n- —As amended, , smaidonnh to be read the 
third time BS 


Railway Bill [Lords]; Birmingham and Midland ait Bill 
(Lord rds].—Read a second time, and committed 


Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill Lon Fleetwood Urban 
District Council Bill ; Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Weardale 
and Shildon District Water Bill Can — Read a second ome and 
committed “ 


Irvine ee baer f Conroe aad —Read the third time and 
passed 


Education Board Provisional Orders Ceeeuaion a Barnes, etc. .) _ 
[Lords].— Read a second time, and committed ... 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to: City of London 
(Spitalfields Market) Bill, Halifax Corporation Bill, with Amendments, 
Amendments to Bradford Corporation Bill waite Northumberland 
Electric Tramways Bill, [Lords], Rickmansworth Gas Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Brighton Corporation Tramways, Cheadle and 
Gatley Urban District Council Tramways, Lees Urban District Council 
Tramways, Southport Corporation Tramways, seer rt Corporation 
Tramways, and Sunderland Corporation Tramways.” ‘Tramways Orders 


Confirmation (No. 1) Bill (Lords.)] 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
Heywood Corporation Tramways, Leeds Corporation Tramways, "Pontypridd 
Urban District Council Tramways, Southampton Corporation Tramways, 
West Riding Tramways (Knottingley Extension), and Wolverhampton 
(oxo Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 

ords) 


And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Neath Rural 
District Council to obtain a supply of water from the river Tringarth, in 
the parish of Ystradfellte, in the county of Brecknock ; to acquire the Cwm 
Avon gas: and water undertaking ; ; and for other , ane Seg aerate 
Water Bill (Lords.) ] ein 


Ystradfellte Water Bill please), .—Read the first time ; and referred to the 


or Private Bills 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of betion for Private fami and to . 


printed. [Bil 258]... 3... 298 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill ‘oan —Read the first time ; 
real 35 . the Examiners of Petitions for —* and to be printed. 
259 plan oS” a 
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PETITIONS. 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND ee BILL.-- Petition from nem sci to 
lie upon the Table : “ 


Licensine BrtL.—Petition from ‘iii in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's SISTER BILL.—Petitions against : From 
Crewe and Kensington ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES.—Copy presented, of Eightieth Report 
of the Commissioners, dated 30th June, 1902 “ty =r to lie be pak the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 247]... 


Soutn Arrica.—Copy presented, of Statistics of the Refugee fom in South 
Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... wee 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES).— 
of Forty-first Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fishocios (ingle d ew 
Wales), for 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual _— Nos, 2,832 and 2,833 [by ees 
to lie upon the Table .. ‘ ; 


E.ectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) Brtt.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Pro contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bi 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... ols my “bs nes ae de 

ELEctric LIGHTING PRovisionaAL OrpERS (No. 6) Brtt.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the Nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 


Orders included in the Electric ~_— Provisional Orders — o. 6) Bill.” — 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... a 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


‘TELEGRAPHISTS’ COMMENCING on ee Mr. eatin a N. ); 
Answer, Post Office... 


Post OrFicE PRIVATE Bags. Giorccanpagh Mr. wtih oo sre id 
Answer, Post Office... 


Cuarity Commission—CorRNWALLIS CHARITY, LLANSADWRN.— Question, Mr 
Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Charity Commission 


Krew GarpENS—QUEEN’s COLLEGE GROUNDS. — Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Office of Works ba pa 
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Arrest OF A BritTisH SalLorR aT Huetva, SPain.—Question, Mr. Robson 
(South Shields) ; Answer, Foreign Office eee ose oe see 


ge AT 7 en Mr. Bryee,. (Aharon 8); asain Irish 
fous eee 


Noas GUARDIANS AND THE IRISH REGISTRAR GENERAL OF BIRTHS, ETC. siiiaael 
tion, Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) ; Answer, Irish Office ‘ - 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


British SouTH AFRICA CoMPANY.—Question, Mr. John Ellis aes. gre 
Rusheliffe) ; Answer, The Secretary for State for the Colonies PP rhe ‘ 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) abs . 


LoyALists Losses IN THE WaAR.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, The bagomnid of State for War ine —_ amend 
Guildford) pa 


RETENTION IN ARMY SERVICE OF YEOMANRY, ETC., SERVING IN SOUTH AFRICA.— 
Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick vee eh 


Army RECRUITING. Bacasern, et Rasch chseaane CAceerOre? satis Mr. 
Brodrick... ‘ 


RoyaL Miuirary CoLLece, SANDHURST. —fanenitan, Col. Brookfield apts. 
Rye) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. is ae : sae 


CROMARTY DEFENCES. am, 3 Mr. Weir ems and CoMnnT) 5 sacithess Mr. 
Brodrick.. i. 


THE CoRONATION REVIEWS.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Sir Howard Vincent, and Mr. William Johnston a 8); ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick... ‘ 


EcyptiAN INTERNATIONAL TRIBUNALS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


Macao.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


GOVERNOR GENERAL OF AUSTRALIA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain iol me eee Se ses 


GIBRALTAR Dock WoRKERS’ STRIKE.-—Question, Col. Pripsiic aeemuaen 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ‘ 


LonpoN WATER BILL.—Question, Mr. Lough (age m, W.); Answer, on 
President of the Local Government Boa: Walter Long, Bristol, S.) .. 


ELEMENTARY ScHooL Burtpinc Rv Es.—Question, Sir Francis Powell 
(Wigs a cee swer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education id John 
bridge University)... 


REGULATIONS FOR SECONDARY Day ScHOOLS. ae Sir Francis Powell ; 
Answer, Sir John Gorst on ‘ sed aa ie a 


DUNGANNAN LAND APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, mh ‘maces 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 
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East TYRONE Porzon.— Question, Mr. Doogan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT IN SLIGO a Mr. Here d ligo, 
8.) ; Answer, Mr. wyemas:. eve 


IRIsH PUBLIC Senvice.— Question Mr. Wood (@own ¢ Co, BE); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndhem 


LAND COMMISSIONER GARVEY.—Questions, Mr. morro vee Co., 8. 8), and 
Captain Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. 


RomAN CATHOLIC BIsHOPS AND THE LAND BILL—MAYNOOTH RESOLUTION.— 
Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham an 


IrisH POLICE AS SHORTHAND WRITERS. ee Mr. “ on Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ sh 


LIMERICK POLICE AND THE MECHANICS’ IxstrrTE.—Question, Mr. : 
(Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham os ai 


ABBEYFEALE PROSECUTIONS. apes 4 Mr. he Oenmenny RARE Co., W., 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 


LIMERICK Post setae Ai gee Mr. Joyce ; Answer, The Financial ered 
to the Treasurer (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ae 


EpvucaTION BILL.—Questions, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland), Mr. 
Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby), and Mr. James Lowther oe 
Thanet) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour . 


Motor CAR REGULATIONS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour os ote : 2 uk an sad f. 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Mr. 
T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ‘ ait 


British Museum Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, and to be printed. [Bill 257.] 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 2— 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ... 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, after the word ‘that,’ to insert the words ‘no 
amount shall be "charged on the rates unless a sum has been contributed 
by the Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury, and that.’ ”—(Mr. 
Corrie Grant.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education - John 
Gorst, Cambridge University) ... ae 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, 


“To leave out the word ‘a,’ and insert the words ‘an equal.’”— 
(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Sir Edward Strachey nt 8. Bis 
Sir John Gorst... 


Question put and agreed to. 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


Sir Edward Strachey 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Sir William Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 

Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) aoe 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ... 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) 

Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J Balfour, " Manchester, z) 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington)... ‘ 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs)... 

Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R. , Pudsey) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) . 

Mr. Humphreys Owen (Montgomeryshire). 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford)... Pat 

Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint —e 

Mr. Corrie Grant ... 


Question put. 

The Committee divided. Ayes, 137; Noes, 203. (Division List No. 251.) 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Eccleshall) 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, to leave out the word ‘ authority,’ and insert 
the words “ council of a county.’”—(Mr. James Hope.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘ authority’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir William Houldsworth, (Manchester, N.W.) ... 
The President of the Local Government Board ego Walter Long, 2 Bristol, S. 5) 
Dr. Maenamara (Camberwell, N.) ... 

Amendment agreed to— 


Mr, Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ... 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 25, after the word ‘exceed’ to leave out to the 
end of line 26, and insert the words ‘such rate.’”—(Mr. Fuller.) 


Question Bropose, That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the 


Mr. Walter Long... 

Lord Edmond Fitemaurice ( Wiltshire, Crickiade)... 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) . , 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Brynmor Jones 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 26, to leave out the word ‘twopence,’ and insert the word 
‘fourpence.’”— (Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘twopence’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. nas 
Mr. Bryce .. és 

Mr. Chaplin os 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, XN. W.) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, LE.) 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
Mr. Corrie Grart ... 

Mr. Duncan — W.R., Otley) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 233 ; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 252) 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) . 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 26, i the word ‘ pound,’ to insert the words 
‘ provided that the Board of Education may authorise a higher rate to 
be fixed.’”—Sir Albert Rollit. 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Cripps 
Mr. Bryce ... 


Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, ¥. r) 
Mr. Brynmor Jones 

.. Sir Albert Rollit i: cane 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... a 
Mr. Walter Long .. 
Mr. Samuel Feons... 

. Lord Edmond Fitemaurice. 
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Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) 
Mr. Whitley “es ‘ei ts 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... 

Mr. Humphreys Owen 

Sir Albert Rollit 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 26, afterithe words ‘ or such higher rate,’ to insert 
the words ‘as the County Council with the consent of.’”—-Sir Albert 


Rollit. 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Chaplin 
... Major Rasch sons 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Brynmor Jones 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, to leave out the words ‘ Local Government 
Board,’ and insert the words ‘Board of Education.’”—(Mr. Brynmor 
Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘Local Government Board’ stand part 
of the Clause.’ ” 


Mr. Herbert Lewis ... 

Dr. Macnamara 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 

Mr. Evans ... ae 

Mr. Helme ... ot eas ae asd ae 
Ser Charles Dilke (Glowestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Walter Long ... ose oes oa hse 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 146. (Division List No. 253.) 
Mr, Helme ... 


Amendment proposed. 


“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘Board,’ to insert the words 
‘having regard to financial considerations only.’”—(Mr. Helme.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 27, after the word ‘Board,’ to insert the words 
‘having regard to financial considerations only.’ n —(Mr.. Helme.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Joseph Leese ... nes one wee ose 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 90; Noes, 105. (Divsion List No. 
254.) 


Mr. Bryce ... 
Dr. Macnamara 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Clause 2, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Lloyd George .. 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse 

Dr. Macnamara ... 

Sir James Rankin (Herefortshre, Leominster) 
Mr. Bryce 

Mr. A. J. Balfour... 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. 

Mr. Ernest Gray ... ' son 
Mr. Youall (Nottingham, W. ss 

Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, WR., Morley). 
Mr. Humphreys Owen... 

Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 

Mr. Corrie Grant . 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) 
Mr. Channing . 7m 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W. R, ty Keighley 

Mr. Herbert Lewis .. 

Mr. Goddard 

Mr. Helme .. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 3 :— 

Mr. Bryce ... 


Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
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Amendment proposed, 


“In page 2, line 1, to leave out from the word ‘district,’ to the 
word ‘shall’ in line 3.’”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Sir Francis Powell 

Mr. Channing ete ius Se dag eF 
Sir John Dorrington (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) 
Dr. Macnamara ... ate ee iss me 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill [Lorps].—Considered in 

«43 Committee, and reported, without Amendment. ead the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment ... eee ve ied ise pe ‘<i 

Fahl s<:2 ae 

Musical Copyright. Bill [Lorps].—Considered in Committee, and reported, 
with Amendments. As amended, to be considered upon Wednesday és 


CoRONATION—REVIEW OF COLONIAL TROOPS—ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS. 
—On the motion for Adjournment—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) ... oti RA: os és ae $3} bal eds 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, Ist JULY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock (South 
| Yorkshire Extension Lines Bill.— Report from the Selection Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read and ordered 
to lie on the Table ; The orders made on the 16th May and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed bes sais os oc sed ay 


Caledonian Railway Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill 
fet.) Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.]; Gas and 
ater Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.] ; London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill. Report from the Select Committee, that the Com- 
— adjourned this day at One o’elock ; read and ordered to lie on the 
able on ae vos od see abs oes ee ste 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill —Reported, with Amendments ... 
Huddersfield Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 
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Ticehurst Water Bill.—Read 3*, and passed ... 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill. — Read 3*, with 
the Amendments ; further Se made ; Bill Leesan and returned to 
the Commons ... prt 409 


Metropolitan Railway Bill. — rid from the Commons: read 1*; and 
referred to the Examiners... 409 


Newcastle- pal -Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill ere — Returned 
from the Co mmons a wes with Amendments : i menccegeein 
considered, and agre 409 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill. Moved, that the order made on the 14th 
day of March last, ‘That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Th 

the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now 
read 2* ; agreed to; Bills read 2° accordingly we : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. — Someitind: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... : 410 


Local Government Provisional Orders - » _— Committed to a 
Committee of the whole House 410 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.t. |.— 
Amendments — ees to ames and Bill to be read 3* on 
Thursday next . es as an 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government 
me Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
No, 8) Bill: Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local 
vernment Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Order (Poor Law) Bill. House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bills reported without Amendment: Standing ee 
negatived ; and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next eee 410 


Irvine Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [1]. _Brought £ from the 
Commons ; read 1*, to be printed, and oft have to the private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, #399), deemed to have been sicaigi 2 = sian 
from the Committee. (No. 133.) _... + 411 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
DvuBLIN METROPOLITAN POoLIcE.—Statistical tables for the year 1901 . io 
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IrisH SALMON FISHERIES.—Return showing the relative value of — oye 
public salmon fisheries in Ireland Bes iis re | 411 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY.—Report of the pomanin to the Beard of 
Visitors of the Royal Observatory, Greenwich ; read at the annual visitation 
of the Royal Observatory, 7th une, 1902. 








Presented by (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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JourNAL COMMITTEE.—Report from, that the one hundred and veges Pour 
yolume of the Journals (1st Edw. VII., 1901), with an index, was read i 
delivery ; read and ordered to lie on the Table; and the said volum 
ordered to be delivered in the same manner as the siamese: volumes of 
the Journals have been delivered ar ee ise ne 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Anan _ [H. ee * from the 
Commons agreed to... 
University of Wales (Graduates) Bill; Police Reservists Bill; Prison 


Officers (Pensions) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) : Bills 
reported without Amendment; and re-committed to the sana 


Committee 


Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read 3* on Tuesday next 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Crome, 
without Amendment, and to be read 3* on Friday next... 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE RANGES. 


- The Earl of Dartmouth .. 
The Under Secretary of State Sor War (Lord Raglan) 


Jot COMMITTEE ON WAR FunpDs. 


The Earl of Dartmouth 
Earl Spencer 


House adjourned at ten minutes before five o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS : TUESDAY, Ist JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill [Lords] Ring's Consent a 
Read the third tims, and passed with Amendments .. 413 


Edgware and Hampstead 1 Railway Bill [Lords] [By Order].—Read a 


second time and committed 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the re and 
Hampstead Railway Bill [Lords] to insert so far as practicable in the 
Bill, provisions to carry out the recommendations as to workmen’s 
trains and fares contained in the Report of the Joint Committee of 
Session 1901 on Underground Railways, and to deal with railways 
promoted by different companies, but forming continuous through routes 
as one railway for these purposes.—(Sir John Dickson-Poynder.)  ... 413 


Commons Regulation pes Provisional Onder eer tel. a 


second time and committed 414 





xliv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

July 1.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS.—That they have agreed to, Oyster and Mussel 
Fishery Provisional Orders Bill, without Amendment ; Leamington 
Corporation Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; 
Kent Electric Power Bill, with Amendments 
Amendment to, Rusthall Manor Bill [Lords] without Amendment... 

PETITIONS. 


EpucaTIon (ENGLAND AND ‘WALES) BitL.—Petitions against :—From ean 
Salford ; Foolow ; and Luton ; to lie upon the Table at 


EpucaTIoN (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petition from Salehurst, for 


alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


New Forest (SALE or Lanps FoR PuBLIC PURPOSES) BILL.—Petitions 
against alteration, praying to be heard by Counsel :—From George Edward 
Briscoe Eyre ; R. W.8 ” Griffith and state; and the Commons and Foot- 
paths Preservation Society ; referred to the ‘Select Committee on the Bill. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BiLL.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 30th June; Mr. Gerald pant ls to lie i ae the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 248, 


ELEcTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 6) BrtL.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 30th June; Mr. Gerald rer to lie togie the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 249.] 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN PoLice.—Copy presented of Statistical Tables for the 
year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table a ; ae 


InisH SALMON FISHERIES.—Copy presented, of Return showing the relative 
value of private and public salmon fisheries in Ireland [by ( ommand] ; to 
lie upon the Table a a 


BoarD oF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council modifying 
certain regulations contained in the schedule to the Order in Council of 
6th March, 1902 [by one? to lie bo gee the eerie and to be dacchay oe 
[No. 250.] és 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Astronomer 
Royal to the Board of Visitors of the = mesiaai an enmey ee [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


GREENWICH HosPiITAL AND TRAVERS’ FounDATION. —Copy presented, of 
Statement of the estimated Income and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital 
and of Travers’ Foundation for the year 1902-3 [by aes | to lie baa the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 251.]... 


University Cotteces (Great Britain) (GRANT 1n ArD).— Copy ordered, 
“of (i.) Treasury Minute of the 20th day of March, 1901 ; (ii.) the Reports 
of the 3lst day of December, 1901, by the inspectors ; (iii.) Treasury 
Minute of the 14th day of February, 1902 ; (iv.) the Report of the 
Committee dated the 10th day of June, 1902; and (v.) Treasury Minute, 
of the 16th day of June, 1902, relating to the Grant in Aid of University 
Colleges, Great Britain (in continuation of Pies ccymi.4 ena No. 245, 
of Session 1897).”—(Mr: Austen Chamberlain.) 3 
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shire) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works wean Akers ‘Deng, 
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NEW BILLS. 
MARINE WoRKS (IRELAND)— 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wi m, Dover ise shi) ae 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... é-apappes w a 





Bill to facilitate the execution and maintenance of marine works in 
Ireland ; and for other like purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
— Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Attorney General for 
re 


Marine Works (Ireland) Bill.—* To facilitate the execution and maintenance 
of marine works in Ireland ; and for other like purposes,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 260.] 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To amend the 
Lands Valuation (Scotland) Acts in regard to the law relating to the rating 
‘of machinery,” presented by Mr. Renshaw, under Standing Order 31 ; 
supported by Sir John Leng, Mr. M’Crae, Mr. Bonar Law, Mr. Ure, Mr. 
Nicol, Mr. Craig, and Colonel Denny; to be read a second time upon 
"Wednesday, 9th July, and to be printed. [Bill 261.] ni Slag 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
















(In the Committee.) 






Clause 3 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
* In page 2, line 1, to leave out from the word ‘ district,’ to the 
word ‘ shall,’ in line 3."—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Clause.” 









Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) on ses Tn shi 7 ... 429 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ae ia 423 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 430 















Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... bes es 43] 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs)... ob isd aes we 431 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... td pas hs ih .. 432 y 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ... ore po sy. ve 433 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) sa see “wh oa vee 433 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) ie a oat s . Set 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) wee bie ~*~ 435 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ... it dab i we 436 
Mr. Humphreys Owen (Montgomeryshire) ... iv a ree we 436 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby)... che ‘ed sis ve 487 





Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Channing 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 1.) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In e 2, line 3, after the wind ‘ Act? insert the words ‘ and also 
any School rd.’” —(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Samuel Evans... 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 3, to leave out the words ‘ concurrently with the 
County Council.’”—(Mr, Samuel Evans.) 


Mr, A. J. Balfour .. : 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Districts) .. 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire E.) . 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) .. die 
Mr. Humphreys Owen... ju 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnavon Boroughs) 

Sir John Gorst... 

Lord Edmond Fitemaurve ... 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) . 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) : 
Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cockermouth) .. 
Sir William Harcourt enn W. *) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... i 

Mr. Lloyd George .. 

Mr. Bryce .. 

Mr. Corrie Grant . 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Lambert 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 5, from the word ‘elementary,’ to leave out to 
the end of the clause.”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


‘Question proposed, “That the words ‘ provided that the’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse 

Mr. Corrie Grant ... 

Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. ‘A 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Acaringion) 
Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N. ) 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) _... 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 

Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice ... 
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Sir Joseph Pease i Osa Barnard een 
Mr. Bartley * 

Sir William Harcourt... 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland)... 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N. ) 

Mr. Bryce .. 

Mr. J. W. Wilson (Wi orcestershire, N. ) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis.. 

Sir William Ansen (Orford University) . 
Sir Walter Foster . 

Mr. Brynmor Jones 

Mr. Ernest Gray ... 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwiel 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Bryce ... ; 

Mr. Samuel Evans sat 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

Sir Frederick Mappin ee W. R., Hallamshire) 
Sir John Brunner ... 

Mr. Helme ... 

Mr. Lloyd-George 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, W.) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 269 ; Noes, 166. (Division List No, 255.) 


Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


=i pase 2, to leave out line 8, and to insert the words ‘is levied 
by the Council of the county in which the said Council of a non- 
county borough or urban district is situated.’”—(Mr, Herbert Roberts). 


Question proposed, “That the words in line 8 stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease 


Amendment negatived. 
Sir Albert Rollit 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words ‘1d. in the £,’ and insert 
the words ‘ 2d. in the £, or such higher rate as the council of such non- 
county borough or urban district, with the ¢consent of the Local 
Government Board, may fix.” —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Question propenes, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause 


Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., ane 
Mr, A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, NW. ‘a 

Mr. Schwann (Manchester N.) ‘ 
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Mr. Middlemore ... 

Sir Walter Foster 

Mr. Whitley = 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease 

Mr. Bousfield : 

Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, ‘Stroud 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; Noes, 163. (Division List No. 256.) 
Question proposed, “That Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the Bill. 


Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) ies ‘ihe oe vad dine eee wee 6487 
Dr. Macnamara ... es ok Pat. pre be owe 4485 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening, 


EVENING SITTING. 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 3 :— 


Question again proposed. “That Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Dr. Macnamara ... 484 

The Vice-President of the Board fi Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge 
University) ... ‘ .-- 487 

Mr. Samuel Evans ae — oa ote is od .. 4921 


Mr. WattER Lone rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 195 ; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 257.) 


Question put accordingly, “That Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 232 ; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 258.) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again.”—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


VOL. CX. [FourtTH SERIEs.] d 
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Question put. 
The Cuneniinen divided —Ayes, 124 ; Noes, 212. (Division List No. 259.) 
Clause 4 :— 
Mr.  Lloyd- George ne 


Motion nade, and Question sido ¢ “That Clause 4 be pesto = ie 
Lloyd-George.) 


Mr, A. J. Balfour ... 
Mr. Samuel Evans... 
Mr, Corrie Grant ... 
Mr. M‘Kenna sae 
... Mr, Alfred Hutton,,. 
... Mr, George, Whiteley (Yorkshire, W. R., Pudsey). 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannreman ons 
Mr. John Redmond Lenore 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... : 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 96 ; Noes, 243. (Division List No. 260.) 
Committee report progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 
Bishopric of Southwark Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In e 1, line 15, to leave out the word ‘ four,’ and insert the 
word ‘three. __(Mr. Brand.) 


Question proposed, _ That the word ‘four’ stand part of the Clause.” 


It being — the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


The Committee report progress ; to sit again Tomorrow 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 2np JULY, 1902. 
‘The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis [Lorps} (StanDING ORDERS Not Previousty INqurRED INTO 
CompLiep WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not ed with? inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 
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Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, that the Bill he read.a second time... .... ae oot 


PrivATE Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS Not PREviousLy INQuIRED INTO 
Not CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :— 


London United Electric Railways Bill [Lords]. 
Piccadilly, City, and North-East London Railway Bill [Lords]. 


oer that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
waers = ees pot te in Oe eae = oes oh ane 


pperesbosongh Improvement Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and 
“agreed to Pi a ree fais ae 48 sae 4 ys 


PETITIONS. 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against: from Hunslet, 
Alcester, Leicester, Sileby, Connon, Mexborough, Keighley and Halifax ; 
to lie upon the Table. can es age ah ve sie va 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: from 
Aikton and Wigton ; to lie upon the Table. ... bie ne bos pore 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


‘University’ COLLEGES (GreaT Britain) (GRANT IN ArD).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered lst July; Mr. Austen Chamberlain] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 252.]  ... pes ae az ony 


Pustic Works Loan Boarp.—Copy presented, of Twenty-seventh Annual 
Report (for 1901-2), with Appendices [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed, [No. 253.) ... Seg hes ons orp ek we 


DratHs OF CHILDREN IN’ METROPOLITAN WoRKHOUSES.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 25th March ; Sir Walter Foster] ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed, [No. 254.] pier see «comet: cae 


TRADE RePoRTs.—Copy presented, of Index to Reports of His Majesty’s Dip- 
lomatic and Consular Representatives abroad on Trade and Subjects of 
General Interest (with Appendix), 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... rsd ous sek “ae ve dat “42 aay ota 


CrimiInAL Law AND ProcepURE (IRELAND) ACT, 1887, (PROSECUTIONS).— 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 9th June; Mr. Delany]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 255] sed PY a 


Factory AND WorxksHop Acts (ButrerR MAkiNnG, Erc.)—Copy presented, 
of Order, dated 17th June, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department under section 49 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, with regard to the overtime employment of women in the making 
and mixing of butter, and the making of cheese, and revoking the Order 
made on 18th August, 1893, under section 56 of the Act of 1878 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table ove de i oi ee rye ets "9 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and con- 
sular Reports, Annual ee. os. 2834 to 2838 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the. Table .. oe on a re owe + sis 


TRADE REPorRTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of a 
and Consular oo oped Miscellaneous ne: No. 577 hd i 
lie upon the Tab be ook 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


GLENGEVLIN Mare PosTaAL ga amma csagti Mr. wanestee: 
(Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Post Office dni me 


NAavY—SHOOTING PRIZES. rAenantion, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester); Answer, 


ARMY AND AUXILLARY ForcES—SHOOTING PRIZEs. mers OM: Mr. Terra 
Answer, War Office ote 


UGanDA, BritisH East AFRICA, BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—FINANECIAL 
Position. aipatnes Mr. Evelyn Cecil spina mes gia: iid 
Office... a a 


BoarRD OF TRADE—LOcAL LABOUR CORRESPONDENTS ee Mr. Brooke 
Robinson (Dudley) ; Answer, Board of Trade ae ‘ 


WESTMEATH LocaL RATEs. a Mr. Donald Sullivan ‘oe 8); 
Answer, Irish Office... oon 


KILLYLEAGH (Down) PoLice BARRACKS. — Mr. Bisset (Down Co., 
E.) ; Answer, Irish Office sa oa am _ 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Borer CoMMITTEE’S REPORT.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold Forster, Belfast, W.) 


ABANDONED NAVAL REVIEW. De swags Mr. — — W.); as 
Mr. Arnold Forster... _ vee 


NavaL Works Acts—ANNUAL {STATEMENT OF PROGRESS.—Question, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson ; ‘Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster re er 


TRANSVAAL ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. Black Scone Answer, W) 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W. 


Hone Kone ADMINISTRATION. rn Mr. Weir ‘agate and vr 
Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. ’ — 


InpIAN Rattway ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Secre- 
tary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


Natu’s CLAIM.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


Port oF ALEXANDRIA—QUARANTINE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir; 
Answer, The Under ee of State for — Affairs gdh an vat 
borne, Rochester) ~ 


L~ Curwa—Russtan Taxes aT Newouwanc. ‘aan Sir Charles Dilke (Clu 
cestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Lord Cranborne _... wi 
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Giascow Execrric TraMway: FATALITIES.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) 


FoREIGNERS AND British Pitot LicencEs.—Questions, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) 
and. Mr. Gibson Bowles.(Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr..Gerald Balfour _.... 


Prison Orric1aLs—Hours oF Duty.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, The arsenal of State for the Home pigs on mega 


Croydon) 


LonpoN WATER BILL.—Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, The President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) ... : one 


Port oF Ness HarBour.—Question, Mr. Weir ; amin The Lord Advocate 
(Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) . 


NaTIonaL ‘GALLERY—CoRONATION STANDS.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan (York 
shire, W.R.. Elland); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works seg 
Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) . oa 


(LoonacooL ExcisE PRosEcUTION.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) ; segs 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


KgnMARE PrER.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, §.) ; ADRYe: The Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) » 


Irish NATIONAL BoARD OF EDUCATION BUILDING CONTRACTS. riggs 9h 
Mooney (Dublin Co., 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... : ‘ 


PURBYSBURN SMALLPOX ae, Mr. Wood yack Co., 8. )3 ‘ 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


De FreyNE Estate EvIcTIONs. ee Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ans >: ars A a 


ARMAGH AND MONAGHAN ForEsTERS.—Questions, Mr. John Campbell (Arena 
S.), and Mr. M’Kean (Monaghan, 8S.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Inish LAND PuRCHASE—MoRLEY ESTATE. Be ge a: Tony: — 
Mr. Wyndham se os isp : j ; 


Boarp oy TRADE VoTE.—Questions, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury), Mr. Gibson 
Bowles, and Capt. Norton a W.); Answers, The First Lord of 


the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, chester, E.) 


ComMITTEE ON NATIONAL EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Winston Churchill 
(Oldham) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ; id in 


BUSINESS OF THE ais Page virie Mr. oe (Aberdeen, 8); Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour j 


Evictions ON THE DE FreyNE EstaTE.—Motion for pas 


Mr. T. W. Russet, Member for South Tyrone, rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the Adjournment of the House for the purpose of 
discussing a definite matter of urgent public importance, viz., “The 
impending eviction from their holdings of a number of tenants on the 
De Freyne estate in County Roscommon, the circumstances attending 

the seh avietioan, and the action of the Government in connection 


therewith.” 
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The pleasure of the. House not having been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called 
on those Members who supported the spt nm to ap in their places, 
and not less than forty Members having according ith risen, the Motion 
stood en under were Order — er until the a _— 
thisday ... 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. - 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


(Mr. J. Lowner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 4 :— 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 9, to leave out sub-section (1).”—(Mr. Goddard.) 


Question put. “That the words ‘A Council in the application of money 
under this part of this Act’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. F Balfour, Manchester, ‘E. *) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ... 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 

Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. ) 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) sas 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) .. 

Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W. a 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) eee 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W. Dawe 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon, sai -— 
Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) o¢@ 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 278 ; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 261) 
Mr. Channing 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words ‘ for 
the training of teachers shall require that in any school, college, or 


class so provided or aided, no pupil shall be excluded on the ground of 
religious belief, and ’”—(Mr. Chan hanning). 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N. ‘ 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) .. 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W) 
Mr, A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid. ) 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) . 

Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, South) . . 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, ire™) 
Sir W. Hart-Dyke (Kent, Dartford) sa 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) ‘ 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


~ Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
_ EVENING SITTING. 
EVICTIONS ON THE DE FREYNE EstaTE.—{ Motion for Adjournment]. 
Mr. T.W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now 
adjourn.”—(Mr. 7’ W Russell.) 


Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) . ‘ 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover). 
Mr. Charles Douglas —ew N. ad P 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) 
Mr. John Redmond ( W: een 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) _... 
~ Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 
Mr. Mac Veagh (Down Co., 8.) 


Question put. 
The House divided ssi 132 ; ian 231. (Division List No. 262.) 


British Museum ” Peer) —Read a second ae and committed for 
Tomorrow : 


Musical Copyright Bill [I vi —As amended, considered. Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill.—-Considered in Committee. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon: Friday. 
Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 3rp JULY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railwa, nae mill. —Reported 
from: the Select Committee, wit: jee tM cv ng] aad 


ic Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [H.1.].—-Reported 
from the Select Committee, without Amendment, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House Tomorrow ... ment ve ste ae 


Electric hting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.].—Reported 
from pe om, Committee, with Amendments, and commit to ya Com- 
mittee of the Whole House Tomorrow fa f : 5a 


North-Eastern Railway Bill.—Reported from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
gee thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

le : the orders made on the 10th of June and me» last ri einsts 
and Bill committed , 


Salford Corporation Bill.—The s Kings.< consent wn cigaited ; and Bill peagiane 
with Amendments... 


North British Railway (General Powers) Bill.—The — consent 
signified ; and Biil reported, with Amendments __... 


Midland Delwer Geom Vessels) Bill.—Midland Railway Bill, Norwich 
Corporation (Electricity, etc.) Bill—Reported, with Amendments... sie 


Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) 
Bill: aS anon er . Electric Power Supply | Bill. rasa with 
Amendments... ; 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill. —Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred to the ya gisine Orders 
Committee on Tuesday next . : 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Reported from 
the Select Committee, without Amendment, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House Tomorrow i iy ne pig ae 


North Metro sy ome Tramways Bill—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 


the — thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 


on the Table : The orders made on the 6thof June and “yee ae last dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed .. 


York Corporation Bill ; Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council 
Bill : oni and North-Western Railway Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) 
Bill ; Metropolitan District Railway Bill ; London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Bil Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Monkton (Viscount Galway) be proposed to the House as a member of the 
‘Select Committee on the said Bile in in the ow of the Earl of Powis ; — 


‘and agreed to ... 


Great Central Railway Bill-— Read 3*, with the — and rrsicite 
and returned to the Commons... 
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Dublin Port and Docks Board Bill ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No, 1) Bill ; London and Indian Docks (Various Powers) Bill; City and 
Brixton Railway Bill; Finchley Urban District Council Bill ; "Eastbourne 
Corporation Bill ; London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill ; 
London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bill 
(viz.), 


E. Dartmouth, 

E. Westmeath, 

E. Lytton, 

L. Ribblesdale (chairman), 

L. Hatherton ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The Committee to 
meet on Thursda next at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with bans to the petitioners praying ng to be heard by Counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also Counsel for the Bills ‘ 


Knaresborough Improvement om. —Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to... 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill ( L. 1 —Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments ... . 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 5 Qo: S Bill, Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Gas) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) : Bills 


reported without Amendment ; ey Committee aay aint and Bilis 
to be read 3* Tomorrow i ; 


local Government Provisional Orders Mo. 9 Bill.—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 
8) Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill, Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill, Local Goverament Provisional 
Orders (No. 14) Bill, Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill, 
Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill, Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill, Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Pose we") Bill.—Read 3* (according to sie and 


passed . 
Electric Lighti Provisional Orders Go. 1) Bill.—House in Committee 


(according to Order) : Bill reported without Amendment ; basse Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* Tomorrow.. 


local Government Cree) srernese Orders +n of the 
Working Classes) Bill.—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—House in Committee (according 
to Order): Amendments made : Standing Committee ania ia The So 
of Amendments to be received Tomorrow. 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill be L. a 
Read 3* (according to rder), Oand passed and sent to the Commons. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS. 


I. Annual Series— 


No. 2834. France (French Indo-China). 
No. 2835. Turkey (Bussorah). 
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No. 2836. Turkey (Beirut and Coast of Syria). 
No. 2837. United States (Hawaii) 

No. 2838. Italy (Sardinia). 

No. 2039. China (Swatow). 

No. 2840. China (Wuchow) 


II. Miscellaneous Series— 
No. 577. Agricultural prospects of the plateaux of the Uganda Railway 


TRADE.—Index to Reports of His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular Repre- 
sentatives Abroad on Trade and Subjects of General Interest (with appendix). 
1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table.... 


mee or Epucation Act, 1899.—Draft Order in Council modifying certain 
lations contained in the schedule ne to the Order in Council of 
6t March, 1902 a! oak ; 


GREENWICH HosPiTaL AND TRAVERS FOUNDATION.—Statement of the estimated 
income and oe of Greenwich Hospital and of Travers Foundation, 
for the year 1902-1903 .. ba oi 


PusLic Works Loan BoarD.—Twenty-seventh Annual = of the Public 
Works Loan Board, 1901-1902 ; with appendices. ‘ 


FacTORY AND WoRKSHOP (BUTTER MAKING, ETC).—Order, dated 27th June, 
1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department under 
Section 49 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, with regard to the over- 
time employment of women in the a ag and mixing of butter and the 
making of cheese ; and revoking the order made on 18th August, 1893, 
under section 46 of the Act of 1878. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Music Copyright Bill [x.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 


Amendments: The said Amendments to be ph gees and to be considered 
on Tuesday next. (No. 134) .. ‘ 


THe War Funps CoMMITTEE—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Lord James of Hereford 
Earl Spencer és 


Finance Bill.—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Lord Welbu... 

Viscount Goschen .. 

Earl Spencer , 

The Secretary for Scotland Cord Balyour y Burleigh) .. 
Lord Reay... ee 

Lord Herries 

Lord Farrer 
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On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2*: Committee negatived ; and Bill to 
be read 3* Tomorrow. 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Seven o'clock, till Tomorrow, 
a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 3rp JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


Tue CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means. ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLs Cn moe'y (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
ComMPLIED WITH).—NMr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.:— 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hempatend Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) 
Bill wer 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2 Bill) [Zords], 
Dover Sishenr Bill [ Zords], 
Swansea Corporation Bill [Lords], 
Taff Vale Railway Bill [Zords], 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time én ace 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILxs [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto, have been 
complied with, viz.:— 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Zords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time Tomorrow 


Halifax Corporation Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to... 


London United Tramways Bill (King’s Consent Signified).—Third 
Reading postponed under Order [lst May] till Wednesday next, at the 
Evening Sitting, by the Chairman of Ways and Means _... bv ai 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lorps]; Rothesay Tramways (Extension) Order 
Confirmation Bill_—Read a second time ; to be considered upon Monday 
next eve eee ese eee eee eee eee eee eee ees 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Reported 
without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow bes asi ©. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill, 
as amended, to be considered Tomorrow ___.... aa dies or en 


lix 
Page. 
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Bristol Corporation Bill {Lorps).— Hm ama with Amendments ; ot patie to 


lie upon the Table, and to be prin 679 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have to :—Ticehurst Water Bill, 
without Amendment ; Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill, 
with Amendments. 


Amendments to :— 
Newcastle - upon - Tyne Cueeee.  auasgallh Bill praie without 
Amendment ons yas 
PETITIONS. 


BurcH POLICE AND PusLic HEALTH (SCOTLAND) ny yea ® from 
Arbroath, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . es se ad 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against: From Maulden ; 
Hull; Wolverhampton East ; Ampthill ; se: bape Luton pays org ar 
and Bolton ; to lie upon the Table... 


EDUCATION gy Briu.—Petition from Old Monkland, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ‘ pi me ; 


Lonpon ELEcTions BILL.—Petition from bore wiz ie for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table .. “ie - ; fab isa oat 


Lonpon ELEctTions BiLL.—Petition from Lambeth, in favour ; to lie a the 
Table... see eee esa oss 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, SCOTLAND AND IRELAND).—Return 
presented, relative neeartonh eg 24th April.—r. : ed to lie i 
the table, and to be prin [No. 256.] 


IsLE OF Man.—<Account presented, of revenue and expenditure for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902, with the report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon » [by Act) to lie _ the Mates and to be hore 


[No. 257.] 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


East Inp1A RatLway—ConTRACTs FOR LOCOMOTIVES. an Mr. Charles 
H. Wilson (Hull, W.) ; Answer, India Office .. i pass . 


Burma O11 FIEe.ps. — Mr. Bonar Law Cages rmatcunace Answer, 
India Office 


InpIA—Savines BANKS DEPosiTs— Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and iri 
Answer, India Office ob bile ‘ eis i ; 


H.M.S. “ Connor ”—ENGINE Room STAFF. Hieanraane Lord Charles Rvetont, 
(Woolwich) ; Answer, Admiralty 


‘TELEGRAPH OFFICIALS—PAY AND DUTIES. rs wc ag Norton sh ag 
ington, W.) ; Answer, Post Office . 
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CrmunaL Law—Case oF Mr. H. J. Cox. oeiebatid Mr. Kamen eWaheee- 
hampton, 8.) ; Answer, Home Office ... en ey 


BERLIN TREATY OF 1878, ARTICLE 44. Binaries oor Jessel wa nn 
W.) ; Answer, Foreign Office ... . ta 


CuinA—LIKIN AND Import DUTIES. Bae ctiesyece Mr. Schwann a N. 5 
Answer, Foreign Office... : - ‘ wit 


GaMBLING IN Foop STuFFsS—CONTINENTAL AND COLONIAL LEGISLATION.— 
Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Board of Trade 


LICHFIELD RiFLE RanGcE.—Question, Mr. ms SPO Warner diamine 
Lichfield) ; Answer, War Office <i scl ale ada 


SHIPMENTS OF ExPLOosivEs TO SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Norman; 
Answer, Admiralty... doth a ove oe sich —_ obs 


VoLUNTEERS—ANNUAL GRANT AND EFFICIENCY ALLOWANCES.—Question, 
Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster) ; Answer, War Office 


DominicA—Roaps—Cocoa CULTIVATION.— Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde 
(Wexford, N.) ; Answer, Colonial Office... nee toa ote oes 


LABUAN.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Colonial Office ... owe 


SourH AFRICA—SALE OF FARMS BY BorR CApPTIVES.—Question, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Colonial Office... —... oe 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


CoaL Stores AT MattTa.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W. ) 


NavAL ENGINEERS.—Questions, Lord Charles Beresford, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis), Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Tue * Soru.”— Questions, Sir William Allan (Gateshead) ; Answers, Mr. mar 
Arnold-Forster : 


CoMMITTEE ON NAVAL RESERVE AND NAvaL VOLUNTEERS.— Questions, 
Mr. W. F. Lawrence (Liverpool, ae Sir John Colomb Boney 
Yarmouth) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster . 


INDIAN AGRICULTURAL BANKS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The vce Mt of State for India — G. Hamilton, me suica 
Ealing) ty 

INDIAN INcomMEs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... 

InDIAN LAND ASSESSMENT.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION IN INDIA— aan Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton ; ote ‘i ans ats hie 


IRIsH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH — PRECEDENCE.— Questions, Mr. Wood 
(Down; Co., E.) and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... 
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‘CASTLEBALDWIN POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8) ; 
Answer, The Financial: wennand to the wileapetied _ Austen Niassa 
Worcestershire, eee 


‘Irts# REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE. os Mr. — — si ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


‘SSouTH AFRICAN WAR—GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS TO REUTER’S AND CENTRAL 
News AGENCIES.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Irn1IsH CONGESTED DistrIcTs BoARD—FALLOW ESTATE. iieenieie, Mr. Roche 
(Galway, saci : a The Chief ree, for Ireland bey os 


Dover) -.. 


Royal HIBERNIAN ACADEMY. —, Mr. Boland begeg.o S.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... ‘ ee is ‘ ‘ 


Ir1sH _ResmDENT MacistrRATEs.—Mr. A. W. HARREL AND Mr. R. L. Brown. 
—Questions, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, ad and Mr. a ~_— Ss. D5 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Knox M’INTYRE. Fanepasiereiets Mr. John Redmond badges —, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... 


Ra-SenckAnt SHERIDAN.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


_ArmMyY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. ths 9 uy Norton ee W. D5 : 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. bs eee 


“MILITARY CuapLains—Rev. Rost. Scotr AND THE East Down ELECTION.— 
Questions Mr. Wood rane Co., vey and Mr. renee mre Mr. 


Brodrick 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—IRISH AMERICAN PRISONERS. venation, Mr. Tally ; ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. sai tad bie +4 


«(CHARTERED COMPANY—Mr. BEIT’s DIRECTORSHIP.—Questions, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) ; Answers, The anaicied of State for the Colonies 


(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 


“GOVERNOR-GENERALSHIP OF AUSTRALIA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain “a ah Se ev 


SoutH AFRICA — CENSORSHIP — ALLEGED SPECIAL FACILITIES FOR THE 
“Times ” CORRESPONDENTS. 7 Reet Mr. Markham ; Ane, Mr. 


Brodrick 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. celia t Lord Charles Beresford, Mr, Edmund 


Robertson (Dundee) and Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


MILITARY CHARGES ON INDIA. gee Mr. Weir ; pane, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour .. : ; 4 oti : : mt 

- QUESTIONS To MrnisTERS.—Dr. —— (Aberdeenshire, ws ence 
Mr. Speaker by Z 

_EpvucaTion VoTE—Question, Sir H. 3 ete Bannerman (Sting —_ 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ 
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Post Office: Sites--Bill Reported, with Amendments, from the Select 
Committee, with Minutes o Evidence. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, [No. 258.] 


Bill, as amended, re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House for 
Tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 262] * : : 


Supply [15TH ALLOTTED DAY]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the chair. 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLass 
II. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£35,150, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses of 
the Department of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest gf Dean) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That item A (Salaries, &c.) be 
reduced by £100, in respect of tae salary of the Secretary of State.— 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 

Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) 

Lord-Charles Beresford (Wi epee 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. 

The Under Secretary of State for Fo oreign A, fairs (Lord Cranbor ne, Rochester 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, WR. a arnenag) 

Mr. Lows Sinclair (Essex, Romford) in 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Committee report Progréss ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
' OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


Bristol Water Bill el [By er —aAs amended, considered ; to be read 
«= the third time o4 


South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover arom (Recommitted) 
Bill [Lords]. 


Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the recommitted Bill to reconsider their decision upon 
the Preamble of the Bill as reported by them to the House, except in 
so far as the same relates to Railway No. 1.”—(Sir William Hart Dyke.) 
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Mr. de Tatton Egerton (Cheshire, ‘LM ta 

The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. Lowther, | Cumberland, Penrith). 
Mr. T. F. C. E. Shaw (St j 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson Dundee) .. 

Mr. Renshaw (Renfr W.). 

Mr. Mansfeld (Lincolnshire, Spalding) sn 

Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, pe 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) A. : 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) .. 

Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) .. 

Mr. Boyne Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 169 ; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 263.) 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the re-committed 
Bill ack at — their decision upon the Preamble of the Bill as 
them to the House, except in so far as the same relates to 


Railway wey No 1 


SUPPLY.—(151TH ALLoTTeD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, Basingstoke) in the Chair. 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—C.ass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £127,465 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the eharge which will come in course of payment during the = 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the salaries and e 
of the Office of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade an Sub. 


ordinate Departments, including a Grant in Aid.” 


Mr. Hain (Cornwall, St. Ives)... ‘as ai ok and ons, ae 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple)... see hat ‘ie » 781 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) -. 185 
The President of the Board of Trade — “Gerald Balfour, Leeds js Central 785 

‘en 788 


Mr Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


The Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


British Museum Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee, and reported 
without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed, without Amendment. 788 


se (Sates, &c.).—Copy ordered, “of statement of the particulars 
all cases in which the aoe and interests of the Crown, in the shores 

ot bed of the sea, and tidal rivers have been sold, leased, or other- 
wise dealt with by the Board of Trade under the Crown Lands Act, 1866, 
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from the lst day of January, 1897, to the 3lst day of December, 1901 (in 
continuation of iacnaamne Paper No. 285, of Session 1897 Ke (Mr. 


Gerald Balfour.)... 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 41TH JULY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further pac Orders heey to the putin, | Bill have been com- 


plied with :— 
Metropolitan Railway.—The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply Transfer Bill.— 
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES informed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn; The order made on the 6th of June last enaenge 


and the Bill committed 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill. — Report from the Select 
Committee, hat the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn; read and 
ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 19th of June and 


Friday last discharged ; and Bill committed .. 


Caledonian Railway Bill—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill a 
from the Select Committee, with Amendments F 


North British Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Commercial Gas Bill.—Read 3*, with the Ancsvcumeasne and \ macnnes and re- 
turned to the Commons 


Halifax Corporation oo es from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to Si 


Aberdeen Accountants Order Confirmation Bill oe .—(No. 135),— 


Bill to confirm a Provisional Order — to the 
in Aberdeen 


lasgow Corporation ( (Gas, etc.) Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—(No. 
136).—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order relating to Glasgow Corporation 


(Gas, ete.) 
Were presented. by the Lord Balfour; read 1*; to be printed ; and 


—— to the Private Re panne Procedure (Scotland) Act, ei 
eemed to have been read 2*, and reported from the Committee 


ety of janine 


Stonehaven Town Hall Order Confirmation Bill [x. ities » Kegaeges 
ing to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 3 


london (Poplar eo paneer 9 Order Bill.—House in Committee (according 
to cow reported without Amendment : a Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next . ; 


VOL. CX. [FourtH SErizs.] e 
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Electric Ligh Provisional eae —s pions) 3* (according to 
(= haa beh adage , ontee 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing o 
Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill—Amendment — eats to » One, 
and Bills to be read 3* on Monday next ée 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [#.L.]—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment : Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Electric ey og: Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [u.L.].—Order of the 
Day for the House to be put into Committee read, and discharged - 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.1.]—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order): an Amendment made: Standing Committee 
negatived : Report of the Amendment to be received on Monday next 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill: Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3 Bill) ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Gas) Bill.—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.}—Read 
2* (according to order), and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been — rom the Commit- 
tee: Bill to be read 3* on Monday next ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Care CoLony.—Petition for the temporary suspension of the _ Constitution, 
and reply of His Majesty’s Government : , , ~ ‘ 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). stig. poems statistics of Ireland ; with 
detailed Report for the year 1901 ase ii aed 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES (1901) (County oF KeEnT).—Area, houses, 
and population ; also population classified by ages, o con‘ition as to aera 
occupations, birth- -places, and infirmities , 

TRADE Rzports (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2841. Japan (Yokohama). 

No. 2842. Russia (Taganrog). 

No. 2843. Turkey (Tripoli). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 
British Museum Bill [1.1.].—Returned from the Commons, agreed to 
Midwives Bill.—House in Committee (according to order). 

Clause 1 :— 


The Duke of Northumberland 





July 4. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, to leave out section (1), and to insert: (1.) 
‘From and after the Ist day of January, 1905, any woman who, not 
being certified under this Act, shall take or use the name or title of 
midwife (either alone or in combination with any other word or words), 
or any name, title, addition, or description implying that she is certi- 
fied under this Act, or is a person specially qualified tu practice mid- 
wifery, or is recognised by law as a midwife, shall be liable on summary 
conviction to a fine not exceeding £5.’ ”_(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Classe 1, page 1, line 14, to leave out Section (2), and to 
insert : ‘(2) From at after the lst day of January, 1910, no woman 
shall habitually and for gain attend women in childbirth unless she be 
certified under this Act ; any woman so acting without being certified 
under this Act shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not ex- 
— £10, provided this section shall not apply to legally qualified 
medical practitioners, or to any one called in to render assistance in a 
case of emergency.’ ”—(T'he Duke of Northumberland.) 


The Earl of Portsmouth 
Lord Clonbrock 
The Earl of Jersey 
The Lord Chancellor (The ‘Earl ¢ of Halsbury) 
The Duke of Northumberland 
Earl Spencer ; 
The Earl of Halebur y 
The Earl of Cork ... 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lor d Balfour of Burleigh) « ‘a 
The Earl of Portsmouth ae 
The Duke of Northumberland 
Lord Tweedmouth .. : 


On Question, the House divided :—Contents, 66 ; Not-contents, 19. 


Lord Thring 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, lines 29 and 30, to leave out ‘or to under- 
take the charge of cases of abnormality or disease in connection with 
parturition.’ ”—(Lord Thring.) 


Duke of Devonshire 
Lord Throng 
jarl Russell 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


The Duke of Northumberland 
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Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2, to omit Section 4 and to insert ‘one person 
to be appointed for a term of three years by the Queen Victoria Jubilee 
Institute for Nurses, and one person to be appointed for a term of 
three years by the Royal British Nurses Association.’”—(The Duke of 
Northumberland.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 





Amendment moved. 


Lord Welby... 


“In Clause 3, page 3, line 21, after ‘Act,’ to insert ‘subject on 
questions of expenditure to the previous approval of the Privy 
Council.’ ”—(Lord Welby.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
Lord Welby nas 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Lord 7hring 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 3, line 23, to leave out from ‘and the Privy 
Council’ to the end of the Clause.”—(Lord Thring.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 
Earl Russell oe ma 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Earl of Camperdown ane 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 
Earl of Camperdown 
Marquess of Ripon 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 3, line 24, to leave out the words ‘ submit 


them to the General Medical Council and.’” — (Lord Balfour of 


Burleigh.) 


Earl of Camperdown si 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


The Earl of Mayo ... 


Amendment moved— 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn, 


“Tn Clause 3, e 3, line 26, at end to insert ‘Provided always 
that any woman holding a certificate in midwifery from the Hospital 
for the Relief of Poor Lying-in Women in Dublin (commonly known 
as the Rotunda Hospital) shall, upon production of such certificate, be 
admitted to the roll of midwives without any further course of training 
or examination, and shall be entitled to be certified under this Act.’ ” 
—(The Earl of Mayo.) 


The Duke of Northumberland 
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Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 


The Marquess of Ripon 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 
The Duke of Northumberland 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 5, page 4, to leave out Sections 1 and 2 and to insert : 
‘(1.) The names of those midwives who have been certified under 
Clause 2 of this Act. (2.) The names of all other midwives who have 
been certified under this Act.’”—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6 :-— 
Lord Welby 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 6, page 4, line 17, after ‘shall,’ to insert ‘with the 
assent of the Privy Council,’ and, in line 18, after ‘roll,’ to insert ‘and 


other officers.’ ”"—(Lord Welby.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 7 agreed to. 
Clause 8 -— 

The Duke of Northumberland 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 8, page 5,-line 16, after ‘ necessary,’ to insert ‘in order 
to prevent the spread of infection.’”—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


Earl Russell ae ond 
The Duke of Northwmberland 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


The Marquess of Ripon ... 
The Duke of Northumberland 


Clause 8, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 9 to 13 agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 

The Duke of Northumberland 
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Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 14, page 7, line 14, after ‘sessions’ to insert any 
woman thinking herself aggrieved by any decision of the Midwives 
Board, removing her name from the roll of midwives, may appeal 
therefrom to the High Court of Justice within three calendar months 
after the notification of such decision to her, but no further appeal 
shall be allowed.’”—(7he Duke of Northumberland.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 14, as amended, and remaining Clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee, and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 137.) 


Labour Bureaux (London) Bill [Szconp Reapinc.]—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Lord Tweedmouth ... 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 
The Eari of Camperdown... 
Lord Newton ee - 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh... 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2* (according to order), and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), and passed 


Finance Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), and passed 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Seven o'clock to 
Monday next a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 4TH JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed 
= House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and 
eans ... she os cad te See < “es 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 

ing thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Wigan Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
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PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
not COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :— 









Ystradfellte Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders is ro mi a ae ite tig Bag 





816 





PROVISIONAL ORDER BILis [Logps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 


Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill Lorie 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 













Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time upon Monday next... 






Kent Electric Power Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill ; Leamington Corporation Bill—Lords Amendments con- 







sidered, and agreed to ... 817 
Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Read the 

third time, and passed, without Amendment... ee i hi “4ui¢ OFT 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill—As amended, con- 

sidered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next... she ... 817 







Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Read a second time, 
and committed ... eee Seis ved den a hse am sd 





PETITIONS. 












EpuCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Biti.—Petitions against: From Graven- 
hurst ; Metheringham ; Ruskington ; Heckington ; y ee Woodhouse ; 
Sutton; Scarborough ; Plymouth ; Wombwell ; and Keighley ; to lie 
upon the Table ... bia bob sins wei - sal 7 ons 






817 





Lonpon ELEcTIONS BILL.—Petition from Kensington, for alteration ; to lie 


upon the Table ... ma a 817 





MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire's SisTER BiLL.—Petition from Manby, 


against ; to lie upon the Table 817 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). — Copy presented, of Agricultural 
Statistics of Ireland, with detailed Report for the year 1901 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ses “a ind sed onesiP 1). 966 
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FORESHORES (SALES, ETC.).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 3rd 
July ; Mr. Gerald aban oes to lie Tt the Table, and to be ee 
[No. 259] ; 


Cape CoLony.—Copy presented, of Petition for the Temporary Suspension of 
the Cape Constitution and Reply of His rs dash Government iby Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table 


Census OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901.—Co y presented, of Census of 
England and Wales, 1901 (County of oo y Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINISTRATIVE CoUNTY OF DURHAM).-—Further 
Return, relative thereto apy 14th ee 1900; Mr. Grant 
Lawson); to be printed. [No. 260] 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND RoabD).—Return ordered, “of Street and Road 
Tramways authorised by Parliament, showing the amount of capital 
authorised, paid up, and expended ; the length o: of Trainwey authorised, and 
the length open for the public conveyance of passengers, down to the '30th 
day of June, 1902; t the gross receipts, working expenditure, and net 
receipts ; the number of passengers conveyed, and the number of miles 
run by cars, during the year iol the 30th day of June, 1902 ; together 
with the number of horses, engines, and cars at that date (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 314, of Session 1901 ”).—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) Bitu.—Copy ordered, “of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the pro s contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Tramways ers Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) A a. Le 64 és a 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) Bitu.—Copy ordered, “of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the agers Orders Confirmation _ %) 
Bill."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Navy—DEATHS ON SHIPS ON ForEIGN STATIONS—NOTIFICATION TO RELA- 
TIVES.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester); Answer, Admiralty 


GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS TO REUTERS’ AND CENTRAL NEWS AGENCY.— 
Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Treasury 


APPLICATIONS FOR MUNICIPAL CHARTERS. i mnsgrs: Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Home Office os ; rw fi 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—CIRCULAR OF LONDON RouGH RIDERS. Be gm 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.); Answer, War Office Bi. He 


YEOMANRY RE-ORGANISATION—EXTRA Pay FoR STAFF.—Question, Sir Robert 
Hermon-Hodge (Oxfordshire, Henley) ; Answer, War Office a 


SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH 0 ae Mr. gta: be ; a 
War Office: : a 
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CuinA—MEDALS FOR CIVILIAN DEFENDERS OF THE LEGATIONS.—Question, 
Colonel Stopford Sackville (Northamptonshire, N.); Answer, War Office... 821 


CompULSORY REGISTRATION OF LAND  TiTLES—SuGGESTED INQUIRY.— 
Question, Mr. Butcher (York) ; Answer, Treasury ... aint ms 


Licensing Bill—As Amended (by the Standing Committee), further con- 
sidered. 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Amendment proposed—“ In page 8, line 27, after the word ‘justices,’ to 
insert the words ‘ Provided that where there is no sitting of a petty 
sessional court within seven days of the time when the licence is re- 
quired the consent may be given by any two justices acting for the 

division and sitting together.’”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment — “To leave out the 
words ‘ and sitting together.’”—(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘and sitting together’ stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) 

Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, S.) ies 

Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) 

Mr. Ritchie... pel Sap oe id sik 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade)... 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Sir William Houldsworth ... 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment—‘“At the end, to add the 


words ‘of which consent notice shall be sent for record to the Clerk of 
the said Court.’”—(Sir William Houldsworth.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be added to the proposed Amend- 


ment.” 
Mr. Ritchie... 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment—“ To add the words 
‘ of which consent notice shall be sent to the police.’”’—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be added tothe proposed Amendment.” 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment amended-—“ By inserting, after 
‘the,’ the words ‘superintendent of the.’—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question, “That those words, as amended, be added to the proposed Amend- 
ment,” put, and agreed to. 
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Question, ‘‘ That the proposed words, as amended, be there inserted in the 
Bill,” put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Goulding ( Wiltshire, Devizes)... 


Amendment proposed— 
“In 9, line 2, after the word ‘made,’ to insert the words: 
*(2) It ei ne ] not be necessary to give notice to one of the overseers 
of the parish, township, or place in which the house or shop in respect 
of which the application to be made is situate.’ ”—(Mr. Goulding.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie .. : 
Mr. Groves (Salford, S. tsa 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 
Mr. Galloway 
The Attorney VGleneral (Sir Robert Finley, Inverness 8 Burgh) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ‘a 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 13; Noes, 126. . (Division List No. 264.) 


Mr, Renshaw encoun — 
Mr. Ritchie... ‘ 


The Amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 20, to leave out ‘1904,’ and insert ‘1910.’” — 
(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice... 

Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) 
Mr. Ritchie... 

Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, BE.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“jn page 9, line 24, after the word ‘liquors,’ to insert the words 
‘nor shall any coroner’s inquest be held on such licensed premises 
where other premises have been provided for such inquest.’ ”—( Lord 
Edmund Fitzmaurice.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles... 
Sir Robert Reid 
Mr. Ritchie 


Proposed Amendment amended— 


“ By inserting after the word ‘ other’ the word ‘suitable.’ ”—(Mr. 
Ritchie.) 
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Question put, “That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 116; Noes, 56. (Division List No. 265.) 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.)... 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 10, line 38, after the word ‘club,’ ‘to insert the words 
‘such fee, in the case of clerks to justices holding office at the passing 
of this Act, to be taken by them for their own use.’”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie... 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Galloway 


Amendment proposed— 


«In page 11, line 11, to leave out the words ‘except to a member 
on the premises. ’”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill” 


Mr. Ritchie ‘ 

Colonel Pilkington ... ‘i aie 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth)... 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ... oo 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen shi sins 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) ... 

Mr. Gibson Bowles ... vr 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.)... 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 147 ; Noes, 65. (Division List No. 266.) 
Mr. Ritchie... 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 36, after ‘members,’ insert ‘or (h) that the 
supply of intoxicating liquor to the club is not under the control of the 
members or the Committee appointed by the members. (2) For the 
purpose of determining whether a club is conducted in good faith as a 
club, the court shall have regard to the nature of the premises occupied 
by the club.’ ”"—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. Galloway 
Mr. Ritchie... 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Mr. Herbert Roberts ead W.) 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W. ) en 
Mr. Disraeli Wud 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 12, line 6, to leave out the words ‘a justice of the peace 
is,’ and insert the words ‘two justices of the peace sitting in petty 
session.’ ”—(Mr,. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... 
Mr. Charles Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid) 
Mr. H. C. Richards 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a third time and passed. 
Patent Law Amendment Bill.—(Srconp ReEapiné. | 


The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” —(Mr. Gerald Batfour.) 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) «. 

Sir William Houldsworth, (Manchester, N. W) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) oe 
Sir Robert Finlay (Inverness Burghs) 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... 

Sir Joseph Lawrence (Monmouth Boroughs) 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., ere y) 

Sir John Leng (Dundee 

Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) ... 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) ies 

Sir William Allan (Gateshead) 


Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on e, &e.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘Trade’ and insert the word ‘ Law.’”—( Mr. 
Dalziel.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘Trade’ stand part of the Question. 


Sir Joseph Lawrence 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, S.) 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield)... 
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Sir Robert Reid... oi ‘oat ote site Seg = ops oe 
Mr, Galloway wi 4 Ae sie vie a £4 .. 877 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 198; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 267.) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 

Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc. 


Food and Drugs Acts Amendment Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 


Ice-Cream Shops (Scotland) (No. 2) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 
Amendments made. 


And, it being half-past Five of the clock, the Deputy Chairman left the 
‘Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit upon Monday next 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment (No, 2) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
next 





HOUSE OF LORDS : MONDAY, 77TH JULY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Grate Oe. 2) mn A witness ordered to 
attend the Select Committee . 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill [#.1.]; Great Northern Railway (No. 2) 
Bill [H.L.].—Commons Amendments considered, and agreedto .... 
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City and Brixton Railway Bill—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders 
made on the 19th of June and Thursday last discharged, and Bill committed 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill ; Manchester Corporation f eneral Powers) 
Bill.— Read 3*, with the Amendments, and oe and returned to the 


Commons 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Coatrmation sans (H. L. }- —Returned from 
the Conimons agreed to 


Kent Electric Power Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill ; Leamington. Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Ramee 


with the Amendments agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Metropolitan District Railway Bill.— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Viscount Falkland be 
pro roposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 

ills, in the place of the Lord Monckton _— rptenaghs read and 


agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [x. =| .—Moved, That 
Standing Order No. 141 be dispensed with, and that the Bill be re-committed 
to the same Select Committee with a view to the re-insertion of the 
Woolwich Order (the Chairman of ee: moet© to; and ordered 


accordingly 


London (Poplar) wuovmalenes Cuter —_. —Read 3*  Geeieg to } 
and passed ns 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing 
of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—Read 3* (according to eat with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons = 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [H. “9 —Read 3* sae 
ing to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons.. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Amendment 
reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow # ; 


Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [H. ai —Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons... 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1*; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. sates 
139) G5, ith emai en leer vada sas 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BrEHON LAw CoMMISSIONERS.—Report of the Commissioners for the —— 
of the ancient laws and institutes of Ireland, dated 18th June, 1902 
Presented [by Command] ; and ordered to lie on the Table .. ; : 


Licensing Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; to be printed ; and to 
be read 2* on Monday next.—(The Lord Belper.) (No. 138) nas 
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CALENDAR OF ENROLLED TRUST DEEDs. 


Lord Cotchester .. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Shop Clubs Bill—{Szconp Reapine].—Order of the day for the Second 
Fcading read. 


Viscount Cross 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—-(Viscount Cross.) 
The Earl of Wemyss 


Amendment moved—“ To leave out ‘ now,’ and add, at the end of the 
Motion, ‘ this day six months.’ ”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lord James of oe gts 
Lord Newton ; 

Lord Belper... ae 

Lord Tweedmouth ... 

Lord Ebury... 

The Postmaster General am he Marquess wn ‘Londonderr ”) 
Lord Barnard is 

Viscount Cross 


On Question whether “ now ” shall stand part of the Motion, resolved in 
the affirmative. 


Then, on Question that the Bill be now read 2*, the House divided :—Con- 
tents, 78 ; Not-Contents, 17. 


Bill read 2° accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Thursday next. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—REPATRIATION OF BOER PRISONERS. 


The Earl of Camperdown ... 
The Under Secretary of State tate the Colonies hes he Earl of Onslow) 
Lord Bathurst 


Labour Bureaux (London) Bill.—Order of the day read for the House to be 
put into Committee. 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
House in Committee (according to order). 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


The Earl of Galloway 
The Earl of Wemyss 


Bill reported, without amendment, and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six o'clock, till 
Tomorrow, Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS; MONDAY, 7rH JULY, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill.—Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to Bac iia _ es al 


Bristol Water Bill [J.orps].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments... sa eee ies ding ask oe obi See és 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lorps].—Second Reading 
postponed under Order [1st May] till Thursday, at the evening sitting, by 
the create of Ways and Means 62d Rb otk 2 ch 


Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [Lorps].—Read a second 
time, and committed ... ane exe wen oo 8.3 wae ca 


oRDS]; Great Northern and City Railway Bill [Lords]; Great Northern 
and Strand Railway Bill [Lords].—Second Reading postponed under Order 
[1st May] till Thursday, at the evening sitting, by the Chairman of Ways 
and Means e ¥ doe ye fe axe hs ot. tes 


ae and Piccadilly Circus pawn (New Lines, etc.) Bill 


Hastings Tramways Bill [Lorps]; Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
Bill [Lords].—Read a second time and committed .. aan bins Rx 


North-West London Railway Bill [Lorps].—Second Reading postponed 
under Order [1st May] till Thursday, at the evening sitting, by the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means aos in <n iad os mA oss 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill [Lorps|.—Read a second 


time and committed ... 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill.—Read the third time 
and passed es oh pis re oh at Se ae 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lorps]; Rothesay Tramways (Extension) Order 
Confirmation Bill.—Considered ; to be read the third time tomorrow ne 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [Lorps]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]; Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [Lords'.—Read a second time and committed ... iti al ‘i 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.--That they have agreed to, 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 

North British Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill, without Amendment. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill. 

Commercial Gas Bill, with Amendments. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a 
Provisional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Stonehaven Town Hall.” Lhancharen Town Hall Order 
Confirmation Bill (Lords). ] - “a 


Rarway BILts (Group 9).—Mr. De Tatton EGERTON aiitial | from the 
Committee on Gro an 9 of Railway Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned till Wednesday next, at half- -past Eleven of the clock. 


Roport to lie upon the Table ... ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDs.—That they have agreed to, 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. 

T.ocal Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) Bill, without 
Amendment. 

Great Central Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Board of Education, under the Elementary 
Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, to enable the School Board for London to 
put in force the Lands Clauses ‘Acts.” Lepsceprack Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill] [Lords] .. ; 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill too 


—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills ; and to be printed. [Bill 263]... or 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Orders, 


included in the Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill. —Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Orders included in 


the Water Orders Confirmation Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 
PETITIONS. 


Bankruptcy LAw AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Walsall, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table , ra “a <i fh x “Si 


Eoucation (ENGLAND AND WaLEs) BtLu.—Petitions against: From Halifax ; 
Huddersfield ; Kimpton ; Hexton ; and Pembroke ; “to lie upon the Table 


EpucATION een BiLi.—Petition from Leith, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table i os ipa A fae a ae 


LiceNsInG BILL.—Petition from Stratford, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIGHTHOUSES) BILL.—Petition from Walsall, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table fF a ie nes ips 
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Page 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual _— Nos. 2839 to to 2843 [by Ponars 3 to lie 
upon the Tabl 


ANCIENT Laws AND INSTITUTES OF IRELAND (COMMISSION FOR PUBLICATION) 
(BrREHON Law).—Copy presented, of the Report of the Commissioners for 
the publication of the Ancient Laws and Institutes of Ireland, dated 18th 
June, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) BiLt.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 4th July ; Mr. Gerald iM, tier) to lie ssn the saineeia 
and to be printed. [No. 261] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BrLt.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 4th July ; Mr. Gerald siaiesatilie to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 262]... sae sgt bd ae 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


WooLwIcH POSTMEN’s Pay. —- Lord Charles Beresford Cray : 
Answer, Post Office ‘ ies why 


Post OFrFice “SuPERIOR Duties ”—Case oF Mr. STANTON, PADDINGTON 
District OFFICE, ie sia, en, Norton chigetiecss: bi La, Answer, 
Post Office 


REVIEW OF COLONIAL TROOPS—TRAFFIC REGULATIONS, sy neat Mr. Cubitt 
(Surrey, Reigate) ; Answer, Home Office sie =F oh 


ALBERT MEDAL—RULE AS TO RECOMMENDATIONS. Cpe const Lord Charles 
Beresford ; Answer, Admiralty , am oa m 


ScoTTIsH CONGESTED DisTRICTS—IMPROVED COMMUNICATION IN ZETLAND.— 
Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason Reid and Bip wend mee ph Scottish 
Office... 


InDIA—DEPOSITION OF THE MAHARAJAH OF PAUNA, rc Ren, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, India Office . 


Sara GHAT FEeRRY.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, India Office 


ia Toe CourT ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India 


Poor Law MEDICAL OFFicers IN THE HIGHLANDS. Tanetion, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason ; Answer, Scottish Office g a i 


Hampton Court PALace—Care oF PicruRES.—Question, Mr. sti 
(Warwickshire, Nuneaton) ; Answer, Office of Works 


EpucATION BiLt—EQUIVALENT GRANTS—POSITION OF IRELAND. Fes 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8S.) ; Answer, Irish Office ... ra ae 


IR1isH RESIDENT MAGISTRATES—APPOINTMENT OF MR. esl ge 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Irish Office vg 


PROSECUTION OF IRISH PUBLICANS FoR SERVING HaBituAL DrRUNKARDS.— 
Question, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Irish Office ab 
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gap Kent R. G. A. VoLUNTEERS—EQUIPMENT—CAMP ALLOWANCES—RANGE- 
FINDERS.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford ; Answer, War Office 


ORDNANCE COLLEGE WooLwicH—STUDENTs’ ALLOWANCES. Pe Mr. 
Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answer, War Office 


kirLe RANGES.—Question, Mr. Tankerville Chamberlayne ; Answer, War Office 


SourH AFRICA — IRRIGATION. — Spice, Colonel Williams mSPese Ww. 3 
Answer, Colonial Office... : : i 


CENSORSHIP. —Question, Mr. John Ellis - nn rpeerrcinds Sega 
War Office 


TRANSPORT—TREATMENT OF COLONIAL CONTINGENT ON THE “ ROME.”— 
Question, Mr. earenay Warner Cee, tachtatt) 5 ; Answer, 
Colonial Office .. = a <n 


JaMESON Ratp-—CoLoNIAL OFFICE AND CHARTERED CoMPANY—HAWKSLEY 
CORRESPONDENCE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Colonial 
Office t* ba! a . ty mpd as rp 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Sourn Arrica—CiviL ADMINISTRATION OF THE NEW COLONIES.—Question, 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) pe 


SURRENDERS OF Borrs,—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildfo ) 


COMPENSATION FOR DECEASED SOLDIERS’ RELATIVES AND WOUNDED SOLDIERS. 
—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies esa tial AMIR Mr. 
Brodrick... ; 


TRANSPORT—WAR MEDAL FOR OFFICERS AND MEN OF THE MERCANTILE 
MariNnE.—Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; AS! The oe Seen to 
the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold Forster, Belfast, W.) = 


PORTUGAL AND THE CONVEYANCE OF STORES THROUGH BEIRA—-ACTION OF 
CHARTERED CoMPANY.—Question, Mr. Markham ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 
and The Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


SANDHURST — INCENDIARY Fires AND DISTURBANCES — INDISCRIMINATE 
PUNISHMENT OF CADETS.—Questions, Mr. Guest (Plymouth), Mr. Winston 
Churchill (Oldham), Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich), and Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answers, Mr. Brodrick and The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. sf Balfour, Manchester, E.) es 


ProposeD Review IN Hype Park. sR Sir Howard Vincent — 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


VoLuNTEER CiviL SERVANTS.—FACILITIES FOR CAMP je cask eatin 
Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the brine | 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) * st 


Mitrrary Factories TO RENDER INDIA SELF-SUPPORTING IN WAR MATERIAL. 
—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The sania of 
State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 
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LaNnD REVENUE DEFAULTERS IN INDIA. reeention Mr. WEIR; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton ous beeisine ‘ is cobs oiit hans ees 


IRRIGATION GRANTS IN INDIA. tein Mr. Weir ; natin: Lord - G, 
Hamilton “3 ‘ , “ta ‘4 a be 


ARGENTINE REPUBLIC—MURDER OF MR. WILLIAM BARNETT. cfineatinn Mr. 
Seymour Ormsby-Gore ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... i ‘ 


R&VIEWS OF THE COLONIAL TROOPS—-ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS.— 
Question, Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.); Answer, The First Com- 
missioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) . 


CoRONATION STANDS.—Questions, Mr. Flynn — Co., N. ha and Sir Howard 
Vincent ; Answers, Mr. Akers Douglas 


DRAINAGE AUTHORITY IN CouNTY CLARE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E); ; es The = a for Ireland _ vee 


Dover) . 


Ennis E.ections—ComPLAINTsS AGAINST POLICE SERGEANT COLE. asics 
Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ws 


Ir1isH ELECTORAL REGISTER. — etsetnign Mr. Patrick O’Brien Genny): 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; . , - 


Bono NATIONALIST BAND. een Mr. Jordan sch uisiniaiade S. di Lainie 


Mr. Wyndham .. 


MIGRATION OF IRISH LABOURERS. Ten Mr. or chime S. 3 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LanD Sus-ComMISSIONER GARVEY.—Questions, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, baa. and 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish LAND BILL.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LABOURERS’ CoTTAGE SCHEMES OF CoRK RuRAL District CouNcIL.—Questions, 
Mr. Sheehan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham she 043 ap See 


Sunpay PostaL DELiverres In MAcroom Rurat Disrrict.—Question, Mr. 
Sheehan ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain.. j 3h “be ai 


PosTaAL IRREGULARITY IN DUBLIN.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell a Cnpatie 8); 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—AN AUTUMN SESSION. eer er Mr. H. Campbell- 
Bannerman, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), Mr. Caine 
Cn Camborne), and Mr. John Redmond RSrrers 3 labia 

r. A. J. Balfour oe qe 44 

DEBATE ON FoREIGN PoLicy — ANGLO-JAPANESE ALLIANCE.—Question, Mr. 

Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


Roya Patriotic Fund. —Reation, Mr. Aaah Dayenn) Answer, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour i: me Sax abs wt 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That ‘is have agreed to, 


Finance Bill. 
Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill. 


—— 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 4 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words 
‘for the training of teachers shall require that in any school, college, or 
class so provided or aided, no pupil shall be excluded on the ground of 
religious belief, an (Mr. Channing.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 

The First Lord of the vee el A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. yor 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . wad 
Earl Percy (Kensington, 8. % 

Mr. William Jones (Carmarvonshir e, Eifion) 

Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) é 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 

Colonel Nolan (Gulwiy, N.) ais ‘ 

Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment—“ To leave out the words . 


‘or aided.”’ 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘or aided’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon nn 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) .. 

Mr. Harwood (Bolton) .. 

Sir Michael Foster (London University). 
Sir Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, £.) . 
Sir William Anson (Oxford University) 
Mr. Samuel Evans ay eneners Mid. ) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Colonel Williams (Dorsetshire e, W. ) 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


—(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland)... net be ‘es we 8 
Mr, Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) _ ods 7” one 974 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, parr sie wos san ows ... 975 
Dr. Macnamara _... ie i ses ses ive «. 976 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) da “" Os maey yes ov oo T8 

Mr. A. J. BALFoUuR rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the Question 
be now put.” 4 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 240 ; Noes, 158. (Division List No. 268.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 161 ; Noes, 245. (Division List No. 269.) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) is Po ee oe .-- 988 
Amendment moved — 


“Clause 4, page 2, line 10, to leave out ‘particular form of religious 
instruction or worship,’ in order to insert ‘ religious catechism or formular 
which is distinctive of any particular denomination.’”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ... wea evi me w+» 988 
Mr. Alfred ution (Yorkshire, W.R., wars ne ike id --- 990 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... ‘ ae vo dns oe oo an 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ After the word ‘ worship’ insert ‘ or any religious catechism or form- 
ulary which is distinctive of any particular denomination.’”—(Mr, Herbert 
Lewis.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 
Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 2, line 11, to leave out the words ‘or shall not.’ ”—(Mr. Bryn 
mor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘or shall not’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour .. bie ade ae ool a east ~ 
Mr. Samuel Evans .. ei ibe ei dee ... 993 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, NV)... ab we bed te ... 994 
Mr. Channing eg ae EB B.) is +9 eos bee --. 994 
Mr. Herbert Lewis .. “ti ii edt a0 woe 995 
Sir Francis Powell (W igan) om See ... 996 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ( Wiltshis e, Criaklade).. me a . 991 
Mr. Wullace (Perth) 998 
The Vice-Presidert of the ‘Committee of Council on Education (Sir John 
Gorst, Cambridge maisrieonacr von & 998 
Mr. Bryce se pa Nite jie wok ane +999 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 255 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 270.) 


It being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. ' 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


Clause 4 :— 


An Amendment by Mr. Herpert L.Ewis substituting the word “used ” 
for “practised” was inserted in the provision forbidding local 
authorities to require that any particular form of religious instruction 
should or should not be taught or practised. 


Mr. Channing 
Another Amendment proposed — 


“In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘college,’ to insert the words 
‘at present existing.’ ”"—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir John Gorst - 

Mr. Bryce ... Aes 

Sir Francis Powell ch 

Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ... 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, W.)... 


Mr. Alfred Hutton a 

Mr. Bond (Nottiingham, E.) 

Mr. Perks ... oe fi we ne 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, L.)... 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) _... sie aks 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) ... 
Sir John Gorst ek aes ose Pi: 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Brynmor Jones 

Mr. Bryce ... <i 

Mr. Samuel Evans eee mn oie 

Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... 

Dr, Macnamara ... ois ae ons 

Mr, A. J. Balfour ... we 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, L.) sina “ 

Sir William Mather — Rossendale) 

Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) jie 

Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) ~. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 263. (Division List No. 271.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... oi pan ine one ee ie .. 1027 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘college,’ to insert the words 
‘aided but not provided by the council, and no pupil shall be excluded 


on the ground of religious belief from a school or college provided by 
the Council.’”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Bryce . 

Mr. A. 4 Balfour 

Mr. Ernest Gray .. 

Mr. Moulton 

Mr. Samuel Evans.. 

Mr. Lambert ‘i 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 2 
Mr. Abel Thomas (Omvart ‘thenshire, E. ). 
Sir John Gorst iy 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) 

Mr. Griffith (Anglesey) 

Mr. Samuel Evans... 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Chairman report progress, 
and-ask leave to sit again.” —(MZr. Samuel Evans.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress. 
To sit again tomorrow. 
Post Office Sites (Recommitted) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Clauses 1 to 6 were agreed to without Amendment. 
Clause 7 :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lancashire, Mid.) ... 
Clause agreed to. 
Bill reported, without Amendments. 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Friday 
Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, JULY 8ru, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SranpING ORDERS ComMiTrEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 


complied with in respect of the :— 
Fleetwood Urban District. Council. Bill, ought to be dispensed with, 
and the Bill allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.].—Reported from 


the Select Committee (on re-commitment), with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Caen am Chard Gas Bill. 
Reported, without Amendment is 


North-Eastern Railway Bill. — The King’s consent t, Sagpited ;, 4 and Bill 
reported, with Amendments : 


Metropolitan Railway Bill.—Moved, That the order made the 14th March 
last, “ That no private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2* ; "5 agreed to; Bill read 2° aw and 
committed aes : 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill; North British Railway (General 


Powers) Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendments, and EA and returned 


to the Commons 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan Harbour Order 
Confirmation) Bill [.u.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to... 


Bristol Water Bill [#1.].— Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to ... Go 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill; Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; 
Local Governmen: (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) en om Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 


agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the Committee having. faa that che petitioner 
against the Dorchester. Order had no locus standi before them ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 19th and 27th of J une 
last discharged ; and Bill pamprmitted ¢ toa Committee of the Whole House 
on Thursday next ; of iy bv 


Page 


. 1041 


.-» 1041 


. 1041 


. 1041 


. 1041 


- 1041 


1041 


- 1042 


. 1042 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1. ken 3° Severe ve 


ing to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons... 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]—Read 3* (accord- 


ing to Order): an Amendment made: Standing Committee negarived : 
.- 104 


Report of the Amendment to be received on Thursday next 











xe TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July &.] Page 


Irvine Corporation one armemen megines 3* Peneraas * to 
Order), and passed - 1042 


Bethenny Soeaaags (Extension) Order Confirmation Bill. —Brought from 

the Commons, read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legis- 
lation Procedure (Scotiand) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2* and 
reported from the Committee. (No. 141) ... j ‘ den . 1042 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 1888.—Seventh Report, by the Board of 
Trade, of proceedings under Section 31 of the Act, including proceedings 
upon complaints made under Section 1 of the pies Aen and Canal Traffic | 
Act, 1894 Kn --» 1042 


TraDE.—Annual Statement of the trade of the United Kingdom with 
Foreign Countries and British Possessions, 1901. Volume II _... . 1043 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2844. Brazil (Paré). 
No. 2845. German 
No. 2846. Portu Sod {iieciahiditaic). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL.—Petitions in favour of: Of the Manchester, Salford, and 
District Temperance Union (two eee Churches of Eccles—read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table ; ; . 10483 


Post Office Sites Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 1"; to be amen 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 140) . ‘ ses . 1048 


Police Reservists Bill; Prison Officers (Pensions) Bill.—Reputed from the 


Standing Committee without Amendment, and to be read 3* on air nnee 
next sas oss see od . 1043 


Midwives Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee with further Amend- 
ments: the Report of the Amendments made in Committee of the Whole 
House and by the Standing Committee to be received on braeicceing next, 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 142) oa . 1043 


University of Wales (Graduates) Bill; Labour Bureaux (London) Bill.— 
Reported from the Standing Committee, without Ieee? and to be 


read 3* on Monday next ste ies . 1043 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order.) 


Amendments made. 


The Earl of Mayo ... oe ra eee an =" eee we 1044 


Moved, That the Standing Committee be negatived.—(The Earl of Mayo) 1041 
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The Chairman of Committees tadigd Earl ¢y Morley) 
The Earl of Mayo .. 
Earl Spencer 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill oe to the Standing Committee, and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 143.) 


ages t ad Fish (Scotland) Bill.—Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


On Question, Bill read 2°. 
The Earl of Galloway 
Amendment moved — 


* In Clause 2, page 2, line 13, to leave out from ‘ exclusively,’ to 
‘persons’ in line 14, and to insert ‘all the proprietors of which have 
agreed to permit such fishing.’”—(The Earl of Galloway.) 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) ... 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Galloway 


Amendment moved — 


“In line 24, after ‘purposes,’ to insert ‘Provided also that 
nothing in this Clause contained shall affect t ponds or lochs which are 
the exclusive property of a single proprietor.’ ”—(7he Earl of Galloway.) 


Lord Tweedmouth . : 

The Earl of Camperdown... 

The Earl of Wemyss nat 

Lord Balfour of > 

Lord Stanmore... 

The Earl of Rosebery sa 

The Secretary of State itd Foreign ‘A Affairs (The Marques ¢ Lansdowne) 
The Earl of Mayo .. ee 


On Question, the House divided :—Contents, 41 ; Not-Contents, 45. 


Bill passed and returned to the Commons. 
EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN IN FACTORIES.--- 


Earl Beauchamp 
Lord Belper ‘ 
The Earl of Wemyss 


MERCHANT CRUISERS IN THE NAavy.— 


Lord Brassey 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl fi Selborne) 
Earl Spencer rey 
House adjourned at half-past Six o'clock, to reas Bis next, half- 
past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE. OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 8TH JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com. 
plied with, viz. :— 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Zords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time Tomorrow 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill | ene King’s consent 
signified.—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments a 


age Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) 
B oper ; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill 
[ Lo: 5 "Hae ser Reading postponed under Order (1st May) till Thursday, 
at the bt w+ 1067 


Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]; Swansea Corporation Bill [Lords]; Taff Vale 
- Railway Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed Siew 2 


vening Sitting, by the Chairman of Ways and Means 


1067 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill; Local Government (Ireldnd) Provisional Order (Housin 
of bed yo Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—Lords Amendments considered a 
agreed to ‘es ae yd Son se eit ie ois ‘ 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
y panes’ acer Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, without 
mendment Se F bad ‘i avd ae ao oa 


d 
.- 1067 


1068 


Rothesay Tramways [Extension] Order Confirmation Bill—Read the 
third time, and passed ... Dy ‘as tes 2 0 = ie ... 1068 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 
London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill, without Amendment. 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill. 

Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill with Amendments. 
Amendments to— 

Buxton Urban District Council Bill [Lords]. 

Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric gas 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Beddingtonshire, Chepstow (Urban an 
Rural), Cowes, Hitchin, Morpeth, Ashington. Newbiggin-by-the-Sea, and 
Morpeth (Rural), Pokesdown, Slough and Datchett, Stevenage, Tadcaster 
and District, Trefriw, and certain districts and parishes in the West Riding 
(lek of York.” (Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill 
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And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
Aberdeen Suburban Mesias! [Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords] $a ise sui 4 ran ie 3 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill | Lords].—Read the first 
time. Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; and to be 
printed. [Bill 264.) ... bas ia - fe ive ii a 


Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Confirmation Bill {Lorps].—Read 
the first time. To be read a second time upon Thursday, 17th July ; and 
to be printed. [Bill 265.] 


PETITIONS. 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Bitt.—From Pembroke ; Middleton in 
Teesdale ; Sheffield ; Cheadle Hulme ; Wimborne (two); Sunderland ; and 
Aberystwyth ; to lie upon the Table ... 4p on ss +s Ae 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions for alteration ; from Tut- 
buty ; Bethnal Green ; Clapham ; Preston ; Horsforth ; Chelmsford; West 
Malling ; Ticehurst ; and Chipping Norton ; to lie upon the Table 6s 


EpucaTion (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table at he ve ae we we be od vai 


loxpDoN WATER BILL.—Petition from Poplar, against ; to lie upon the Table... 


Pustic HEALTH AcTs AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition from Dewsbury, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... a ois =e sak des 7 th 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND BRITISH PossEssions).—Copy presented of 
Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1901. Volume II. (by Command) ; 
to lie upon the Table an ek io sie 2. ry . 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2844 to 2846 (by Command) ; to lie 
upon the Table ... se zt in oat - oe nen ae 


RalLWAY AND TraFFic Acts, 1888 and 1894.—Copy presented of Seventh 
Report by the Board of Trade of Proceedings under Section 31 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, including Proceedings upon Com- 
plaints made under Section 1 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1894 
(by Command); to lie upon the Table Sct ik ae $e 


Gas ORDERS ConFIRMATION (No. 2) Brit [Lords].—Return presented relative 
thereto (ordered 7th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. (No. 263.) ... se pe: aa es fee ae 


Water ORDERS CoNFIRMATION BILL [Lords].—Return presented relative there- 
to (ordered 7th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); to he upon the Table, and to 
be printed. (No. 264.) ia bee Re oa sine bs ‘ 


APPLICATIONS FOR MUNICIPAL CHARTERS.—Address for “Return giving the 
name, population, and area of every place which has applied for a Municipal 
Charter of Incorporation since 1888, and stating whether the application 
was granted or refused, and the date of the grant or refusal.”—(Mr. D. A. 
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LocaL AUTHORITIES (ACQUISITION OF LaND).—Return ordered, “ showing (a) 
the number of instances in which between the 24th day of J une, 1897, and 
the 3lst day of March, 1902, local authorities acquired land for allotments 
and small holdin Py (1) compulsory purchase ; (2) purchase by agreement ; 
(3) compulso (4) hiring by agreement ; and in each case the 
parish in whic ai and has been — uired ; the acreage ; and the number 
of tenants to whom the allotments and small holdings are let under the 
Acts : (b) The number of cases in which parish councils between the same 
dates acquired by purchase or hiring land for other purpcses than allot- 
ments ; and in each case the quantity of land and the purpose for which 
it was acquired : (c) The number of cases in which between the dates men- 
tioned (1) representations were made by parish councils to County Councils 
under Section 10 (1) of the Local Government Act, 1894, with regard to 
the hiring of land compulsorily for allotments ; (2) orders were made by 
County ‘Caneel on such representations ; (3) such orders were confirmed 
or eallowes by the Local ovarian Boa "(Sir Walter Foster) 


LocaL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND (TECHNICAL EpucaTion).—-Return ordered, 
“ showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, local authorities 
in Scotland have allocated and applied funds to the purposes of Technical 
Education during the year ending the 15th day of May, 1902, under the 
following Acts :—Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890 ; Educa- 
tion and Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892 ; Technical Schools 
(Scotland) Act, 1887; Technical Instruction Amendment on Act, 
1892 ; and Public Libraries Acts. "(The Lord Advocate) ... ‘ 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SMALL HoLpINGs IN Scottish CRoFTING COUNTIES. ace. Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Scottish Office “es oad 


Dusiin PostaL OFFICIALS—CORONATION BANK HOLIDAY.—Question, Me. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Post Office int se 


DIsaASTER TO A GERMAN ToRPEDO BoaT—THANKS OF GOVERNMENT FOR 
GALLANTRY OF a Mr. ate enn sees 
Answer, Foreign Office .. ‘ + 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—RETURN OF LorD KITCHENER—PUBLIC RECEPTION.— 
Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) ; Answer, War Office ... 


SANDHURST — INCENDIARY FIRES AND DISTURBANCES — INDISCRIMINATE 
PUNISHMENT OF CADETS. fe Col. Brookfield brmaxac: Rye) ; ; 
Answer, War Office ‘ a eee - 


Vores AND ProcEeEDINGS—IMpERFECT REcorD.—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Speaker mr “id 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING CoMBINE—Mr. PIERPOINT MorGAN’s OFFER TO THE 
ADMIRALTY.---Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee), Mr. Gibson Bowles (\.ynn Regis) and Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth) ; Answers, The yee fh to the ripe d O.. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, 8. W. ow “al 


InpIA—EXTRA TERRITORIAL Powers OF GOVERNOR GENERAL.—Question, Mr. 


Page 


--» 1070 


. 1072 


1073 


. 1073 


. 1074 


Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, The ened of State for e 


India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 
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QUARANTINE REGULATIONS AT Port SArD.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Atfairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


British NAVAL PROTECTION AT Port Sam. sii aeannes Mr. Weir ; samen, 
Lord Cranborne kai ‘ai ai ii a 


(CopENHAGEN FisHERY CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) 


MerTHYR TYDVIL—PETITION FOR INCORPORATION.—Question, Mr. D. A. 
Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The ress ahs Yagi of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .. 4 


HANWELL SCHOOLS.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board = Walter tine 


Bristol, 8.) 


GLAMORGANSHIRE CENSUS. ees 3 Mr. D. A. Thomas; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ° site ‘s sid e is 


ScortisH BoARD OF MANUFACTURERS AND THE NATIONAL GALLERY IN 
ScoTLAND.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W)) - he 


Nortu SEA FISHERIES RESEARCHES.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ie ote ie 


§TRABANE LOAN FuND APPEALS.—Question, Mr. M‘Fadden (Donegal, E.); 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


De Freyne Estate EvicTioNs—SERVICE OF PROCESS ON DEFENDANTS IN SLIGO 
GAOL.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down County, med aan The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ; } 2 


InisH CONGESTED District BoARD MARINE WorxKS—Roaps S.iip, CouNTY 
KErRy.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ORANGE DEMONSTRATION AT RosTREVOR.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh and Mr. 
William Johnston (Belfast, S.) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham re oe pe Re “ as ea ar 


Inish Pustic Works. ie meta Mr. ei ee 8); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ : 


Irish "RarLwAy FarEs—Cork EXHIBITION. eaten Mr. J. F. X. O’B ien 
(Cork) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 5 one ‘iss ar 


ProposED CHANCERY CouRT FOR YORKSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Brigg (York- 
shire, W.R., Keighley) ; eres The First Lord of the oe _ A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, EB) Hi 


Scorrish CoNncEsTeD Dustricts—FisHinc Harsour CONSTRUCTION. — 
Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour see a ie 


War Orrice Vore.—Question, Sir John Tuke nae ¢ and St. Andrew’s 
Universities) ; Answer, Mr. A.J. Balfour ... ; 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill. (2 ibalbadle with 
Amendments from the Select Committee with Minutes of Evidence 
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Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed. (No. 265.) 


Bill, as amended, recommitted to a Committee of the Whole House for To- 
morrow isd sep nal ron sad : 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES). —Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection that they had added to the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 


cluding Agriculture and Fishing) Shipping and Manufactures, the following 
fifteen Members in respect of the Patent Law Amendment Bill—Sir William 
Allan, Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Brigg, Sir John Brunner, Mr. Cawley, Mr. Cripps, 
Colonel Denny, Mr. Fielden, Sir Joseph Lawrence, Mr. Moulton, Mr. 
O’Mara, Mr. Platt-Higgins, Mr. Randles, Sir Robert Reid, and Mr. Samuel 


Report to lie upon the Table 
STANDING ORDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee. 


1.. “ That, in the case of the Ystradfellte Water Bill [Zords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


“ That, in the case of the Piccadilly, City, and North-East London Rail- 
way Bill [ Sata, Ba Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. 
That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


a7 That, in the case of the London United Electric Railways Bill [Zords}, 
the Standing Orders ought to: be a with. That the — 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 2 5 


Resolutions agreed to. 
Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [Lorps]. 


Read the first time ; to be read a second time oR, pera. and to be 
printed. (Bill. 286.) abe 


NATIONAL EXxPENDITURE.—Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. Churchill, and Mr. 
Dillon, nominated members of the Select Committee. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That Sir John Dorington be one 
other Member of the Committee.” --(Sir William Walrond. ) 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. 
Sir William Walrond (Devonshire, Tiverton) 


Question put and agreed to. 


Sir James Fergusson, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Bonar Law, Mr. Hugh Law, 
Mr. Lough,. Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Sir Robert Mowbray, Mr. W., F. D. 
Smith, Mr. Trevelyan, Sir Edgar Vincent, and Mr. Eugene Wason 
nominated other Members of the Select Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) 
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Parish Council Loans (Scotland) Bill—“'To regulate the repayment of 
Parish Council and Burial Authorities’ Loans in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Munro Fergusson, under Standing Order 31 ; supported i Mr. Douglas , 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 367, ] 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. LowTHErR (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 4 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘college,’ to insert the words 
‘aided but not provided by the Council, and no pupil shall be excluded 
on the ground of religious belief from a school or college provided by 
the Council.’”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“ After the word ‘from’ to insert the words ‘or be placed as 


respects any form of instruction on an unequal footing in."—(Mr. John 
Ellis.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. “en Manchester, E.) ... 1089 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston)... ‘. ... 1090 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, ee bed hs tia ... 1091 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... s as ia .-- 1092 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 7 vn sie si .-- 1093 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ses se ont Ae .-- 1094 
Mr. John Ellis _ et on snl dt .-» 1094 


Amendment to the Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘college,’ to insert the words 
aided but not provided by the council, and no ~— shall be excluded 
from nor placed in an inferior position in any school or college provided 
by the Council on the ground of religious belief: ”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ne 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) Wy 
Sir H. Wao” gene: — pre) 
Mr. A, J. Balfour ... hs 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 


VOL. CX. [FouRTH SERIES. | 
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Amendment to Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir William Anson (Oxford University) ... 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, at the end, to add the 
words— 


“And no Catechism or formulary distinctive of any particular 
religious denomination shall be taught or used in any school, college or 
hostel so provided.” —(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be added to the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich)... 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice — Cricklade) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... . 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Earl Percy (Kensington, 8. ) 

Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) 

Dr. Macnamara - yeperenes N. ) 

Sir Francis Powell , 

Lord Hugh Cecil ... 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 318 ; Noes, 29. (Division List No. 272.) 


Question, “ That the proposed words, as amended, be there inserted,” put, 
and agreed to. 


Mr. Lloyd-George ... 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 13, after the word ‘college,’ to insert the words 
‘including any day or residential college for the training of teachers.’” 
—(Mr. L Lloyd. George.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir John Gorst 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In \ Rage 2 2, line 15, to leave out the words ‘ attending asa day or 


evening sc ”—(Mr. George White.) 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, . EB.) . 

Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) 
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Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, | W. ). 
Mr. Samuel Evans .. , 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, R. ) 

Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, —* 

Sir John Gorst... 

Mr. George White .. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 286 ; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 273.) 
Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) | 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 20, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ No teacher 
shall be required, as a condition of his or her employment, to atten, 
or abstain from attending, any Sunday school or place of worship, 
perform any duties other than those pertaining to education. 
(Mr. Mansfeld.) 


Question proposed, “ That these words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Bryce 

Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough). 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 


Mr. Henry J. Wilson (Yorkshire, Holmfirth) 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; 

Sir Joseph Leese... 

Mr. Trensliuan (Forkshire, 1 W.R. a Elland)... 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... : 


Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put ;” but the Chairman withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question. 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Yozxall .. 

Mr. Hugh Smith (Northumberland, “Tyneside) 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N. ) as 
Mr. Ernest Grey (West Ham, N. Ss 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease ile 

Dr. Macnamara 

Mr. Moss 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 125 ; Noes, 269. (Division List No. 274.) 
Mr. Whitley bas ov . 1147 


It being half-past.Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make hie Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill.— 
Considered in Committee— 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 4 :— 
Mr. Whitley 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 20, after the word ‘and,’ to insert the words, 
‘no teacher shall, as a condition of emplo ent, be required to make 
a declaration of religious belief.’”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir John Gorst ... 

Mr. Robert Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid. 1g 
Mr. Trevelyan _... 

Mr. Alfred Hutton 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) ie 

Mr. Edmund Robertson  Seaeadea 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) ... 

Mr, Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ... 
Mr. Charles Allen sa mapa — 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ; 

Mr. Moss .. ons 

Mr. Dillon .. 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Mr. Mansfield . 

Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N. ke 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 
Sir William Mather (L (Lancashire, maa 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155 ; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 275.) 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 22, after the word ‘shall’ to insert the words 
‘where authorised’”—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir John Gorst 
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Question put and negatived. 


Mr. Corrie Grant ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 22, after the words ‘shall be,’ to insert the words 
‘either at the beginning or at the end of the lessons for the morning or 
the afternoon, except in cases of special difficulty, when they shall 
be.’”—(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


= = J. Balfour ... ea “a se pare 
1. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... ” hes a ae 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ... 

Sir Francis Powell ... ti ead aaa 

Sir Walter Foster ... 

Sir William Anson se on ies 

Mr. Humphreys Owen (Montgomeryshire) ... 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) _ ... ont pane 

Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 

Mr. Griffith pons wa re ah 

Mr. Moss ... vos 


Question put. 

The Committee divide :—Ayes, 85 ; Noes, 213. (Division List No. 276.) 

It being after midnight, the Chairman proceeded to interrupt the Business. 

Whereupon Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place and claimed to move, 
“That the Question ‘That Clause 4, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question, ‘That clause 4, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 277.) 


Question put accordingly, “That Clause 4, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 15. (Division List No. 278.) 

It being after Midnight the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 

Committee report Progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 


Public Libraries (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee, and reported, 
with Amendments ; Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Tuesday next. 


Adjourned at half after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 9ra JULY, 1902 


Thé Housé met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Wigan Corporation Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed 


Stonehaven Town Hall Order — mm. Poe —Considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Friday 


Tramways Orders pessaduamen - 0. 1) Bill a —Read a second time, 


and committed . 


London United Electric Railway Bill [Lords] ; Piccadilly, City, and North- 
East London Railway Bill Lames SR —Report , Kos dy from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders r , 


Bill ordered to be read a second time. 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways (Re-com- 
mitted) Bill [Lords] ; Rhondda Urban District Council Tramways Bill 
[Lords]. nn with Amendments ; _— to lie eat the ai and 
to be printed 


PETITIONS. 


CHURCH ParisH CouNcILs BILL.—Petition from Sion eta 3 rp. aye 
to lie upon the Table ‘ce aaé ive ‘ ‘a 


CLERGY DisciPLINE BiLL.—Petition from Sion Selegn bamsion, series: to 
lie upon the Table ; es 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against : From Walkley ; 
Manchester; Clayton; Buttershaw ; Queensbury; Low Moor; Clayton 
Heights ; Bierley ; ; Wibsey ; Saltaire ; ; } ewe ———— Eccleshill ; 
and Barnsley ; ; to lie upon ” the Table .. ae pe 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Blackburn ; — renee. Market hap ee peitey aed and Leicester ; to lie 
upon the Table .. 


EDUCATION *abinaatl BILL.—Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to lie ne 
the Table ... a tod ase dusk Ses 


LICENSING BILL.—Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire's SISTER BILL.—Petition from Sion Calg, 
London, against ; to lie upon the Table : “4 pan 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pottine Districts (County or East SuFFOLK).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of East Suffolk altering certain 
Polling Districts in the County (by Act); to lie upon the Table ... 


POLLING Districts (WEST RIDING OF THE CouNTY oF YoRK).—Copy presented, 
of Order made by the County Council of the West Riding of the County of 
York, altering certain a seams in the aw (by riled to lie ii 
the Table vs 
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. 1191 
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Ordered, that the Committee have power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, that Five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 5 :— 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That Clause 5 be postponed.” —(Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) . 

Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) . 

The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on n Education (sir John 
Gorst, Cambridge ey: a 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, £.) ... 

Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. ) 


Sir William Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 
Mr. Duke, (Plymouth)... ‘ 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A, J. Balfour, " Manchester, E. f:) 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick)... 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) _... 
Mr, Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97 ; Noes, 167. (Division List No, 279.) 
Sir William Mather ste ices 

Amendment proposed— ¢ 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘shall,’ to insert the word 
‘not.’”—(Sir William Mather.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘not’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, ‘Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, ‘B). 

Mr. Samuel Evans phages Mid. t) 


Mr. Grffiith (Anglesey) 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 103 ; Noes, 246. 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, BE.) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


‘to every local education authority established by this Act.’”—(Mr. 


Henry Hobhouse.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 
Dr, Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. ‘ 
Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) Ve 

Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) .. 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 

Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) 

Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ... iis 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
“make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


London United Tramways Bill (By ORDER). 
Mr. Seott-Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) 





Bill read a third time. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 






[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 5 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘a cpelys » to insert the words ‘to 
Wobhoues), education authority established by this Act.’”—(Mr. Henry 






(Division List No. 280.) 
--- 1233 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘apply,’ to insert the words 


.«» 1237 
. 1240 
. 1248 
. 1246 

-- 1250 
. 1252 
. 1256 
. 1258 
. 1259 
. 1260 

--» 1262 

. 1263 

. 1264 
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Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 



















Major Seely oot ioe eon --- 1264 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbect) a2 3 bo -» 1265 
Mr. George Kenyon (Denbigh)... aes me sh .-- 1266 
Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) .. ad, ce ..» 1266 
Sir John Dorrington (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) 334 a ws» 1267 
Sir Charles Dilke . ive wip ... 1269 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) K ae os 2! ... 1272 
Mr. Bryce ... "* ia eae sae ... 1274 
Sir Ww Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) ve oa pone cai ... 1278 
Mr. Lloyd-George .. és ids ss ve ... 1280 
Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8.) .. see, eka tec 86 ek ale 
Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) ~ - [es “8 +» 1286 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich)  ... : one ben ..- 1288 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) a sk ... 1290 
Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, E.) ... “ ay ws .-- 1292 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, areal sd, ons aes ne ..- 1292 
Mr. Herbert Lewis sah 3 ots ws ve a -. 1294 





Question put. 
(Division List No. 281.) 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 271; Noes, 102. 






Question proposed, “ That lines 27 to 31 be omitted.” Agreed to. 






Mr. Alfred Hutton 


Question, “That Clause 5, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” put and 
negatived. 







Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 





Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 






New a (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) [Re-Committed] 






Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowruzr (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 






The Financial corveny ¢ to the oft Of, Austen Chamber lain 
Worcestershire, E.) . . 1300 






Bill reported without Amendment, read the third time, and passed. 


Ice Cream Shops (Scotland) (No. 2) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 2 and 3 amended, and agreed to. 
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It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Friday 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment (No. 2) Bill—Read a second 
time, and committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc. . 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 10TH JULY, 1902. 


EARL oF LANDAFF.— rt from the Lord Chancellor, That, in the opinion 
of the Lord Chancellor, the claim of Arnold Harris Mathew (claiming to be 
Earl of Landaff, in the Peerage of Ireland) to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland is of such a nature that it ought to be 
—— to a Committee for os read, and ordered to lie on the 

able a ‘a 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) om. iicesmaaen 
with Amendments wi 


West Gloucestershire Water Bill—Reported, without Amendment 

Metropolitan Railway Bill; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction 
Railway and Dock Xsouth "Yorkshire Extension pied Bill.—Committee 
to meet on Tuesday next 


London United Tramways Bill. ee from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners io “ 


ay ; med Tram mage and Tramroads Bill at .—Returned from the 


Commons to, with Amendments. 
sidered, and agreed to .. a 


London and North-Western Railway Bill—The King’s consent erites; 
and Bill reported from the Select Comasiaeen with Amendments ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No 4) Bill—Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Ament and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House me he ate sai 


Greenock and Port Glasgow Pranware (Extension) Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.)—-A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
relating to Greenock fa Port Glasgow Tramways was presented b ‘D 
Lord our (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot 
Act, 1899, sections 8 and 9) ; read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 145.) 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Mnntins 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee, 
made ; further amendments made; Standing Committee — 
Report of Amendments to be received tomorrow ... 


e said Amendments con- 


Page 


-- 1300 


-- 1300 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported without amendment ; peering Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow . .. 1302 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.]—Amendment 
reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow __... . 1302 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CoLoniEs : ANNUAL.—No. 355, Gambia (Report for 1901) 
CEnsUs OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901 (County or WaRwICK).—Area, houses, 


and population, also population classified by ages, condition as to marriage, 
occupations, birthplaces, and infirmities. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE.—Rules of the Supreme Court (July) 1902 ... 
PoLttine DisTrIcTs.—Orders made by the County Council of— 
I. The West Riding of the county of York ; II. The County of East 
Suffolk ; altering certain polling districts in the said counties. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 1302 
PETITION. 


VIVISECTION.—Petition for suppression of the practice of : Of the Independent 
Anti-vivisection League ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... .-- 1303 


NEW BILIS. 


Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill [H.L.].—A Bill for further promotin 
the Revision of the Statute Law by repealing enactments which have eee 
to be in force or have become unnecessary was presented by the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 144.) ... “ ik ... 1303 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public ses) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1* ;-to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners (No.146.) 1303 


Shop Clubs Bill.—House in Committee (according to order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Lord Newton 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 22, to leave out from ‘that’ to ‘and’ in line 24.” 
—(Lord Newton. ) 


Viscount Cross 
Lord Newton a 
Lord James of Hereford 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Lord Newton 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 28, after ‘even,’ to insert ‘unless discharged for 
misconduct.’”—({ Lord Nevoton. ) 


Viscount Cross... 
Lord James of Hereford 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 


Lord Belper 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 10, to leave out from ‘ and’ to ‘ provided ’ in 
line 12, ond ise in the case of a second or subsequent conviction 
within one year of a previous conviction, to a fine not exceeding 
twenty pounds.’”—( Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. - 

Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 

Amendment moved— 


“ In Clause 5, page 2, line 19, after ‘ contributes,’ insert ‘ or com- 
pulsory membership of any superannuation fund or insurance or other 
society which already exists, or may hereafter be established, for the 
benefit of the persons employed by any municipal or other local 
authority.’”—(Lord Kinnaird.) 


Viscount Cross 
‘On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Clause 5 agreed to. 


‘Clause 6 :— 


Lord Newton 
Lord James of Hereford 


Clause 6 agreed to. 

Remaining clauses and schedule agreed to, with Amendments. 

Bill recommitted to Standing Committee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 147.) 


Police Reservists Bill ; Prison Officers penne Bill.—Read 3* (peeapding 
to Order), and passed... 1309 


Midwives Bill Amendments reported (according to Order) ; further Amend- 
ments made ; Bill-to be read 3* Tomorrow ; and to be printed as amended. 


ED, ke np . 1310 
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Musical ul Copyright Bill [4.L.].—Commons Amendments considered (according 
to er) oid Fe ve oe ioe SE Bey ee as 


Lord Monkswell__... 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Commons Amendment agreed to, with the Amendment ; Bill returned to 
the Commons. 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—UNFINISHED CONDITION OF House or Lorps 
APARTMENTS—PROPOSED INQUIRY. 


Lord Stannore 


Moved—“ That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and report 
with respect to the unfinished condition of the rooms in the Palace of 
Westminster appropriated to the service of this House, and their 
approaches.” —( he lat Stanmore.) 


The Secretary of State for silt —_s sai he ee g a chdicdas 
Lord Stanmore... 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 
MiuiTARY BAND IN PHa@NIX PARK, DUBLIN. 


The Earl of Mayo . 

The Under Satary ‘of State for War (Lord Raglan) 
The Earl of Mayo . 

The Lord ia Sa of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 


Joint COMMITTEE ON WAR FUNDS. 


The Earl of Dartmouth 
Lord James of Hereford 


SanpHURST COLLEGE — INCENDIARY FIRES AND DISTURBANCES — INDIS- 
CRIMINATE PUNISHMENT OF CADETS. 


Earl Carrington 

Lord Raglan 

Lord Heneage 

The Duke of Northumberland 
Viscount Hampden... P 
Earl Roberts 

Lord Tweedmouth . 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Earl of Rosebery 

The Duke of Devonshire 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Eight o'clock, till 


Tomorrow, a quarter past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE. OF COMMONS ; THURSDAY, 10TH JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Tue CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND Mgans.—The Crerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means . 


Page 
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.- 1310 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Commercial Gas Bill; Great Central Railway Bill—Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to bed ain ide ska pa ... 1353 


Ystradfelite Water Bill [Lorps].—Report (8th July) from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time... saa Lyi a hea ress .« 2 


Raitway Bitts (Group 10).—Mr. ASHTON reported from the Committee on 
Group 10 of Railway Bills; That, there being no business ready for their 
consideration they had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... ave aes aes gee ass vo» 1353 


Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill—Reporte 
without Amendment (Provisional Order confirmed) ; Report to on 


the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow sn ae at ar «we 1354 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
ae «SE yey with Amendments (Provisional Orders confirmed) ; 


port to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered Tomorrow 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment (Provisional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow 


Imperial Institute Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment: Report 
to lie upon the Table ... osé ou “as as sy os re 


Central London Railway Bill [Lorps] ; Birmingham and Midland Tramways 
Bill [Lords]; Devonport Corporation (General Powers) Bill {Lords].— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ... son seo re _ oes wen aes cab =e 


Railway Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ee sink ope vide ion 


Consett Water Bill [Lorps]; Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill 
[Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed... oda fa on ee tek Be Bs aa 


MESSAGE From THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to 
Irvine Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, without Amendment. 
Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill. 
North British Railway (General Powers) Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to-— 
Bristol Water Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Knutsford Gas and Water, Staines 
and Egham Gas, Syston and Thurmaston Gas, Uckfield Water, and Work- 
sop Water.” [Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill (Lords.)]... 1354 
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Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill ot Pia RDS].—Read the 
ri 


first time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private ie, and to 
be printed (Bill 269.)... aa 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against: From Acton ; 
Ealing (two) ; Stopsley ; Bradford ; Luton (two); Stockton-on-Tees ; Chis- 
wick ; Stotfold ; ae. Beeston : Steeple Morden ; Sale ; Llanfrochen ; 
Caldecote; Ashwell ; Biggleswade ; § Shefford ; and Langford to lie = 
the Table ; 


EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration; From 
Crambe March ; Norwich ; and Chale ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RaILWAYS ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) 
Bill and ‘the objects thereof einiaeas to matinee Order venue ; referred 
to the Committee on the Bill . E is 


East INDIA (FOREIGN JURISDICTION).—Copy presented—of Indian one 
Jurisdiction) Order in Council, 1902 (by Act) ; to lie upon the Tab 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ScoTTisH BoARD OF MANUFACTURES.—Question, Sir John neating Maxwell 
(Glasgow College) ; Answer, Treasury d ose ¥ 9 


NAVAL ENGINEERS. itera Lord Charles Beresford hominy Annee 
Admiralty we a ‘ > - v 


Licht RatLwAy CoMMISSIONS—VALE OF RHEIDOL ORDER. — Question, Mr. 
O’Malley (Galway, Connemara) ; Answer, Board of Trade... uy 


LIFESAVING ON THE IRIsH Coast.—Question, Mr. Archdale Fame N.); 
Answer, Board of Trade in ‘ai a ae 


Crown ForEsHORE RicHts in County Mayo. Seameen Dr. Ambrose pe. (Mage, 
W.) ; Answer, Board of Trade.. 7 aa i“ sa 


BETHESDA QUARRYMEN’S STRIKE. — Question, Mr. nishtel angen Chenier 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Board of Trade ... aun am 
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Civi, Service SEcoND Division CLERKSHIPS. — Question, Mr. antics - 


Answer, Treasury 


Customs Seconp CLass EXAMINING OFFICERS. rnigeeiom, Mr. : Reyromnen Jones 
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Suppiy [SIXTEENTH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. } 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. Cxass IL. 
—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding 
£769,185, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum_necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the expenses of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£269,185 be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Dillon). 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, J Londonderry y N. ) 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) sie 

Mr. Lundon (Limerick, W.) 

Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E. dé 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ; 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 195. (Division List No. 282.) 


It being after half-past Seven of the Clock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 


the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lorps]. (By Order) 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill [Lords]. 
(By Order) ; Charin Ege Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and 
No. 3) Bill: pe (By Order); Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. (By Order).—Second Reading 
idevead till Wednesday next, at the Evening Sitving. 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill [Lorps]. (By Order.)—Read a 
second time, and committed. 


Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill [Lorps]. (By Order.) ; North 
West London Railway Bill [Lords]. (By order. a oe sentiath deferred 


till Wednesday next, at the evening sitting . 
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Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstimATEs, 1902-3. Ciass III.— 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That a sum, not exceding £33,517, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, for Criminal Prosecutions and other Law Charges in 
Treland.” 

Mr Flynn (Cork Co. N.) .. 

Mr Swift MacNeill (Donegal 8). 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E. i 
Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) _ ... 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick pangs d 
Mr. Atkinson iat 

Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N. we 

Mr. Norman (Wi olverhampton, 8. ae 


Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 142; Noes, 80. (Division List No. 283.) 


It being after Twelve of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House, 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Pauper Children Gadend) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for 
onday next . 1471 


Factory Acts—FRvIT PRESERVING ORDER. 


Mr. Taibot (Oxford University) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) - 
The Secretary of State for the Home e Ofc (tr. Hitec Croydon) 


Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) 
Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 76; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 284.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes before One o’clock. 
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The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 


: Lords Amendments considered and 
~ agreed to. 


commencement 


wt the 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
- the third time. 


. 


‘SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Recommitted to the Committee on 
Group 9 of Railway Bills—(Sir William 
Hart Dyke.) 


IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER CON. 
FIRMATION BILL (UNDER THE PRI- 
VATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.) 

Read a second time and ordered to be 
considered tomorrow. 
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steriak 
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TENTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 








FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


“To empower the Urban District 
Council of Fleetwood, in the county of 
Lancaster, to construct new outfall and 
other sewers, and for other purposes,” 





read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 
WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
Report [24th June] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read; 
Bill to be read a second t me. 


PETITIONS. 


ELUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions against: From Cawston, 
Leicester (four), New Wortley, Denholme 
and Farnworth, to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration from Wortley 





and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table. 
A 








3 Questions, 
LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


Petition from London, for inquiry | 
into the compulsory system of registra- | 


tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Thetford 
and Farnworth ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_—— 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
WARNED. 





Return presented, relative thereto | 
[ordered 12th June; Sir Francis Powell] ; | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 240.] 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Pro- 
ceedings of the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales, under the 
Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for 
the year 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 241.] 


EDUCATION (IRELAND) (COMMISSION- 
ERS’ ORDERS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 28th May; Mr. T. M. Healy]; | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 242.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
fi Copies presented, of diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2829%to 2831 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (REPRO- 
DUCTIVE UNDERTAKINGS). 
Return ordered, “ of the Reproductive 
Undertakings carried on by Municipal 
Boroughs (ordered by the House on the 
4thfday of August 1898) brought up to 
the 3lst day of March 1902 (in contin- 
uation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 88, 
of Session 1899).”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


NAVIGATION LAWS. 


Return ordered, ‘‘containing a re- 
print of the Appendix to the Fifth Re- 
port from the Select Committee on the 
Navigation Laws, 1847, entitled ‘A 
Comparative View of the Navigation 
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Questions. 4 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Position of Married Women Trustees. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nan and Kinross): To ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether the attention of the 
Government has been drawn to the 
decision of Mr. Justice North, in 
the case of Harkness v. Allsopps Con- 
tract (1896, 2 Chancery Division, p. 358), 
that The Married Women’s Property Act, 
1862, does not enable a woman married 
since the commencement of the Act, 
being a trustee of real estate for sale, to 
convey to a purchaser, except with the 
concurrence of her husband, and by a 
deed acknowledged by her ; and whether 
the Government intend to propose such 
an Amendment of the Act as will enable 
a married woman trustee to convey 
property of all kinds without the con- 
currence of her husband. 


(Answer.) My attention has been 
directed to this case, and to the later 
cases of Brooks v. Fremlin’s Contract 
(L, R., 1898, 1 Ch., 647) and Howgate 
v. Osborn’s Contract (1902, 1 Ch., 451). 
The point may deserve consideration in 
any future Billon the Law as to trustees, 


| but it does not appear to me, at all 


events in the present state of the 
authorities, that special legislation on 
this point is expendient.—(Mr. Attorney 
General.) 


Indian Customs Duties. 

Si JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the revenue derived from the 
import duties on goods entering India, 
imposed by the Government in 1894, is 
participated in by the Native States, or 
whether it is wholly absorbed by British 
India. 


(Answer.) The whole of the proceeds 
of the Customs duties levied by the 
Government of India are paid, like those 
of the other taxes, into the Treasury of 
that Government, and not into that of 
any other Government or State.—(Jndia 


Office.) 
India—Moonsoon Prospects—Probability 
of Famine. 


Mr. MOUNT (Berkshire, Newbury): 





Law of 1860 and 1847.’ ”—(Sir Howard 
Vincent.) 


To ask the Secretary of State for India 
| whether he has received a Report from 


Royal 
preset 
he ca 
Tecent 
and | 
sented 
will bi 
public 
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5 Questions. 


the Meteorological Department in India 
predicting a serious deficiency of rain in 
Western India, more especially in Gujerat; 
and whether the Government of India 
are making preparations for a famine: 
And whether he can give any informa- 
tion as to the prospects of the monsoon. 


(Answer.) A statement has been 
recently made in various newspapers 
to the effect that the Meteorological 
Department in India have reported that 
a serious deficiency of rain is probable, 
especially in Guzerat, and that the 
Bombay Government are consequently 
making special preparations. This 
statement isincorrect. The Government 
of India have, however, decided not to 
make public the forecasts which the 
Department submit to them from time 
to time, on account of the admittedly 
imperfect data on which such forecasts 
are necessarily based. The weekly 
Reports which are sent Home by the 
Government of India and published in 
this country give the most trustworthy 
indications that can be obtained both of 
the actual facts and of the prospects for 
the future. The last of these reports for 
the week ended 22nd June stated that 
the moonsoon had given heavy rain in 
the West Coast districts, and light rain 
in the Deccan and Sindh, and showers in 
Guzerat. Good rain has also fallen 
in Burma, Assam, and Lower Bengal, 
and agricultural prospects up to date 
are satisfactory on the whole—(Jndia 


Office.) 


Printing and Issuing of 75 Commis- 


sioners Reports—Port of London Com- 
mission. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliff): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the Treasury is 
responsible, through the Stationery 
Office, for the printing of the Reports of 
Royal Commissions after they have been 
presented to the Crown; and whether 
he can say when the Report of the 
recent Royal Commission on the Port 
and Docks of London, which was pre- 
sented to the House on the 18th June, 
will be obtainable by Members and the 
public. , 


(Answer.) The Secretary of a Royal 
mmission is responsible for preparing 
and marking for press the final revise of 


{25 JunE 1902} 








Questions. 6 


the Report. The Stationery Office is 
responsible for the fulfilment by the 
printers of the terms of their contract. 
The Report referred to by the hon. 
Member will, it is hoped, be delivered on 
Monday morning next. The copy for 
press was sent to the printers, with 
some corrections, on Thursday last. It 
contains three plans which required to 
be lithographed and supplied to the 
printer to be bound up with the Report. 
—(Treasury.) 


Customs—Waterguard Department. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether the Board of 
Customs have come to a decision in the 
case of the Customs boatmen, from whom 
they received a deputation in February 
last ; and, if so, whether he will state 
the nature of that decision with respect 
to the various points submitted. 


( Answer.) The Board of Customs are 
giving this subject their careful consider- 


| ation, but they have not yet been able to 
| arrive at a decision with respect to the 
| various points submitted to them by the 


deputation, which are closely connected 
with other general questions affecting 
the whole of the Waterguard Depart- 
ment.—(T'reasury.) 


Woodnewton (Northamptonshire) Postal 
Arrangements. 

CotoneL STOPFORD-SACK VILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): To ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he 
has received a request from the Parish 
Council of .Woodnewton, near Oundle, 
for the establishment of a post office 
and other postal facilitiesin that village ; 
and can he hold out any hope that he 
will be able to comply with such a 
request. 


(Answer.) The Postmaster General 
has received an application from the 
Parish Council of Woodnewton for a 
post office, and also for an earlier arrival 
and a later despatch of letters. A later 
despatch has been given, but an earlier 
arrival cannot be afforded because the 
Peterborough and Wansford mail cart 
cannot be diverted to Woodnewton, as 
suggested by the Council, without caus- 


A2 





7 Questions. 
ing delay to correspondence for places 
further on. The mail at present is due 
at Woodnewton at about 7.40 a.m., a 
reasonably early hour. In view of the 
relatively high cost of the existing 
service a post office at Woodnewton is 
not warranted: but an office can be 
established if the County Council are 
prepared to pay the cost, estimated at 
£5 a year.—(Post Office.) 


Coronation Holidays—Pay and Leave of 
Po rvants. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
all postal servants employed on Thurs- 
day and Friday will be paid full wages 
for the two days, and also be allowed 
two additional holidays later on in the 
year. 


(Answer.) All officers will receive 
their usual pay for the two days, and 
those who cannot be allowed two days 
leave of absence will receive either extra 
pay according to their attendance or 
time off later on.—(Post Office.) 


Bethnal Green Museum— Exhibition of 
Art Furniture. 
Sr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To 
ask the Vice President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
some means may be adopted for 
making known to the various trades 
in the East of London which are 
interested in the subject, that the collec- 
tion of new art furniture, which was 
selected by the Vice President of the 
International Jury on Furniture, at the 
Paris Exhibition of 1900, and presented 
to the Victoria and Albert Museum by 
him, is now on view at the Bethnal 
Green Branch of that Museum; and 
also, whether a rule may be established 
that all important additions to the 
Bethnal Green Museum may be properly 
advertised in the local Press and by 
handbills sent to the workshops of any 
trades affected by such exhibits. 


(Answer.) I hope that my answer to 
this Question will make known the fact 
that the collection referred to is now at 
Bethnal Green Museum and is being 
arranged for exhibition there. The 
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Questions. 8 


duty of advertising locally exhibits from 
the Victoria and Albert Museum cannot 
be undertaken by the Board of Educa- 
tion.—( Board of Education.) 


Postal Service—Holiday Work and Leave, 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he will explain why, 
in the Customs Department, officials 
having to perform duty on Government 
or other holidays receive an extra day’s 
pay, while officials in other Departments, 
the Post Office for instance, have the 
option of accepting pay at one and a 
half times their ordinary rate of salary 
or private leave to the extent of the 
number of days they are so employed. 


(Answer.) I understand that at the 
Post Office a man working on Govern- 
ment or other holidays, except Christmas 
Day and Good Friday, is paid an ordinary 
day’s wages. If the head of the Depart- 
ment (not the man) thinks it convenient, 
a holiday on another day may be granted 
instead of such payment. Ido not know 
to what “other Departments” the 
Question refers.—(7reasury.) 

Distillery Excise Officers—Holiday Work 
and Leave. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, having 
regard to the fact that at certain distillery 
and other Excise stations in this country, 
officers of Inland Revenue are obliged to 
work on official holidays throughout the 
year, including Government holidays 
and Christmas Day, he will, wherever 
the exigencies of the trade and the 
security of the Revenue require such 
exceptional attendance, direct that suit- 
able extra remuneration or additional 
leave be granted to the officers concerned. 


(Answer.) The only Excise officers to 
whom this suggestion could in effect 
apply are those engaged in distilleries ; 
and the fact that these officers have 
sometimes to give attendance on public 
holidays is already duly taken into 
account in arranging their work and 
leave as a whole.—(7'reasury.) 

Disaster in the West Indies—Board of 
Trade Award to Captain Freeman, of 
the ‘ Roddam.” 

Mr. FIRBANK (Hull, E.): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the Albert Medal will be bestowed on 
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Captain Freeman of the steamer ‘‘ Rod- 
dam,”’ of London, in recognition of his 
conduct on the occasion of the Martinique 
eruption in saving the ship. 


(Answer.) I find from the terms of 
the Royal Warrant and the circum- 
stances of this case, that I am unable to 
recommend theawardofthe Albert Medal. 
At the same time the Board of Trade 
fully recognise the highly meritorious 
nature of the service rendered by Cap- 
tain Freeman, and they have decided to 
award him a piece of plate which will be 
formally presented to him in due course. 
—(Board of Trade.) 


Irish Elementary Teachers—Iustruction 
in Irish—Delay in paying Extra Fees. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 

W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 

will explain why the teacher of School 
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aware that the application of Michael 
Norris, of Annagh, in the rural district 
of Galbally, county Limerick, No. 2 
District Council of Mitchelstown, under 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, was refused, 
although the officer presiding at the 
inquiry in Mitchelstown had previously 
recommended that Norris should get a 
cottage and plot; that the said cottage 
was to be built on a plot owned by Norris 
himself; that the passage into said 
plot has lately been repaired at the 
public expense; that Norris has a right 
of way to his land as well as two other 
farmers; and that the alleged cause of 
refusal was that the landlord and the 
agent had not been communicated with : 
And, will he consider the matter with a 
view to an order being made in favour of 
Norris. 


(Answer.) The application has not 


it was recommended con- 


Roll, No. 12,977 has not yet been paid ditionally on the consents of owner and 
fees for extra instruction in Irish, | occupier being obtained. The county 


though the school wasexaminedin March. | council were requested last July to pro- 


: cure these nts but h t yet done 
(Answer.) The claim for payment to} (Irish Office). s but have not yet do 


this teacher was not regular, as the) 


Pupils had not been instructed on the | pish County Courts Law ot. Sentiien 
an 


full programme. But it has been special- 
ly considered, and the fees have been 

allowed and are included in the current | 
issue of such payments.—(Irish Office.) 


enant. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
| the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland, whether, in view of the 


ich Bncation—Baster Bxamination of | representations made by several Chambers 


Monitors and King’s Scholars. 
Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the papers 
set in Easter week by the Commissioners 
of National Education to Monitors and 


King’s scholars have been examined; | 


and, if so, when will the marks be 


|of Commerce and County Councils in 


Ireland, he will insert a clause in the 
County Courts (Ireland) Bill [#1], 
assimilating the Law in Ireland to that 
in England in connection with the execu- 


| tion of County Court decrees as regards 


a landlords claims for rent. 


(Answer.) The reply to this Question is 


furnished to the examiners; and what | in the negative.—(Irish Office). 


is the cause of the delay in makin 
known the results of the examination. 
(Answer.) The examination of King’s 
scholars has not yet been held. The results 
of the examination of monitors are now 
being revised and will be communicated 
in the course of a few weeks.—(Jrish 


Office.) 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts—Application of 
Mr. Norris, of Annagh, erick. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 





g Deductions from Wages—Amendment 


of the Truck Act. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the decision of the Bristol 
magistrates in the case of Squire v. 
Wathen, Gardiner, and Company, 
Clothiers, that the deduction of £2 5s., 
spread over two years, from the earnings 
of Caroline Lloyd, tailoress, for damage 
done to twelve pairs of trousers, for 
which she was paid 6$d per pair, the 
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damage consisting of wrongly placed 
poeneee no patterns or instructions having 

n given, was fair and reasonable hav- 
ing regard to all the circumstances of the 
case ; whether he will consider the desir- 
ability of amending Section 2, Sub-section 
(1) (, of the Truck Act of 1896 in order 
to protect the worker from such deduc- 
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Arrangements water he new “ Questions” 
e. 


Str H. CAMPBELL - BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burgh.): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, whether, in 
view of what took place on Monday last 
at Question time under the new Sessional 
Order, it is his intention to provide 


tions ; And whether, in the further case of | against the inconvenience caused to the 
Squire v. Broderick and Company, taken | House by anything calculated to delay 
under Section 3 of the Truck Act, 1831,| the putting of Questions to the First 
in which a pair of damaged trousers had| Lord of the Treasury, many of which 
been given to the worker in lieu of wage, | are of special importance, until the time 
the Home Office contemplates appealing ‘is reached after which Questions cannot 
to a higher court against the decision of | receive oral replies. 

the Bristol magistrates dismissing the | 
case. (Answer.) I will certainly do my best 


'to make such arrangements as are 


(Answer.) Though the magistrates in| 
the first case mentioned did give the| 
decision stated as to what was a fair an 
reasonable deduction, they convicted the 
defendants on another charge in connec- | 
tion with the same case, and I believe | 
there is reason to hope that the publicity | 
given to the matter may lead to a change | 
of practice among the wholesale tailors at 
Bristol. Iam keeping a watch upon the 
operation of the enactment referred to, to | 
see that it does not admit of a general | 
practice of imposing unreasonable deduc- 
tions against which it offers, asadministered, | 
no sufficient redress ; and if at any time I | 


| 
| 


| 


possible to obviate the inconvience of 
which the right hon. Gentleman justly 
com plains.—( Treasury.) 


Naval Prize Money. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
whether the list of persons entitled to 
Naval prize money, covering the period 
from 1856 to 1897, is now completed ; 
and whether, when issued, steps will be 
taken to give it extensive advertisement, 
so that those entitled to participate may 
become aware of the fact. 


find sufficient cause for amending the 
section I shall be prepared to undertake 
it. Inthe second case steps were taken 
with my sanction for carrying the matter 


(Answer.) The list is not yet completed, 
| but its preparation is being proceeded 
with as rapidly as Y grmee - a = 
to a .—(Ho ce. siderable portion of it is already in the 

uapibanagend | printer’s eg On the issue of the list, 
Scottish Volunteer Officers Training with due steps will be taken to give it all 

the Militia. | necessary publicity.—( Admiralty.) 

Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : To | 
ask the Secretary of State for War, | 
whether certain Officers of the Volunteer | 
Force in Scotland, who were asked: some | 
pa ago vat Fen for service with the | 

ilitia at oR. egal, 8 
teering OD fee as ae ——. said he desired to ask a Question rE: 
have to serve with the Militia during their | reference to a matter of practice, a rh 
four weeks annual training, and subse- | base it on the course adopted by : 
quently agreed to do so, have now been | Speaker Peel in 1891. On Monday bg 
informed that their services will not be it would be remembered, Black 
required. summoned the Speaker to the bar of the 

| Upper House, and thereby encroached on 
(Answer.) General officers were in-| the time allotted for Questions. In a 
structed to endeavour to fill up vacancies | similar case In 1891, Mr. Speaker Peel 
in the Militia during training by utilising |communicated with the officers of the 
the services of Volunteer officers, but no| House of Lords in order to secure that 
allusion whatever was made to the Corona- | when Black Rod appeared, his intervention 
tion.—(War Office.) should be at an opportune time. It 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The Intervention of Black Rod. 
Mr. SWIFT MACN EILL (Donegal, S.): 


| 


| 
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would be seen on reference to Hansard, 
June 11th, 1891, that a Question was 
addressed to Mr. Speaker on the subject 
of the interruption. He would only 
ask whether, acting on that precedent, 
some arrangement would be made with 
the officers of the House of Lords by 
which the limited time allotted for 
Questions would not be curtailed by the 
intervention of Black Rod. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The case to which 
the hon. Member refers was one in 
which Black Rod came while a debate 
was proceeding. and interrupted the 
debate. Since then it has been the prac- 
tice of the Lords Commissioners to send 
Black Rod down at a time that has been 
found to be the most convenient—that is, 
immediately after prayers. Undoubtedly 
our rules have somewhat affected the 
convenience of that arrangement. I 
have no reason to suppose the Lords 
Commissioners will raise any objection to 
sending Black Rod at such a time as 
is found to be convenient to this House. 
The real difficulty is for this House to 
settle what is the most convenient time 
at which Black Rod should come with 
these messages. I have had that matter 
under consideration, and at the present 
moment my impression is that immedi- 
ately after prayers is not an inconvenient 
time, provided the day is one on which 
there are not many questions. 


Martial Law at the Cape. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the First 
lord of the Treasury when he will make 
astatement of the intentions of the 
Government in regard to the restoration 
of ordinary law in Cape Colony now 
that military necessity for the exercise 
of Martial Law has ceased. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I cannot accept the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman that the 
military necessity for the exercise of 
martial law has ceased, and I cannot at 
present make any definite statement 
o the subject. The administration, 
however, has already been materially 
modified, and my right hon. friends the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies and 
the Secretary of State for War are in 
communication with the authorities at 
the Cape on the subject. 
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Suspension of the Cape Constitution.— 
Lord Milner’s Letter of 19th May. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to a letter from Lord Milner under 
date of 19th May, and written at 
Johannesburg, in reply to a communica- 
tion from Sir W. Hely Hutchinson, 
which contained a copy of a petition in 
favour of the suspension of the constitu- 
tion of Cape Colony, alleged to be signed 
by forty-two Members of the Legislature ; 
whether this letter has received the 
sanction of His Majesty’s Government ; 
and whether he can state if the 
telegraphed version of Lord Milner’s 
letter was censored at Cape Town. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper— 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been drawn toa 
letter, dated 1 9th May, allegedto have been 
written by the High Commissioner for 
South Africa, and giving his opinion on 
the desirability of the suspension of the 
Constitution of Cape Colony ; whether it 
was written or published by the igh 
Commissioner with the sanction of 
His Majesty’s Government ; and, if he 
is unable now to give this information, 
whether he will make the necessary 
inquiries. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition will accept this as an 
answer to his Question also. The reply 
to the first part of this Question is in the 
affirmative, and to the second in the 
negative. I have no information as to 
the third. I think I ought to add that 
the letter was on the face of it the 
expression of Lord Milner’s personal 
views at the time, and that it was 
written before the terms of surrender 
were arranged. 


Mr. FLYNN: Did not Lord Milner 
say in that letter that it would be 
improper for him to express an opinion 
on such an acute controversy ? 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir; 
that is not in the letter. Lord Milner 
said that he thought it would be 
improper of him to reply to a petition 
from Cape Colony, but that he thought 
himself justified in replying to his own 
personal friends. 


Colonial Help in the War. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can state 
approximately the help afforded to the 
Empire by each of the Colonies during 
the recent South African War. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not at 
present complete information on the sub- 
ject which would enable me to reply fully 
to the Question. 


Boer Leaders and the Civil 
Administration. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is intended to give any of 
the recent Boer leaders civil appoint- 
ments in the Transvaal and Orange 
River territories ; and, if so, will he give 
particulars. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am in 
communication with Lord Milner on the 
subject, but am not at present able to 
give any particulars. 


Return of the Refugees. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he will state the present position of 
refugees who are returning to their 
homes in the Transvaal and Orange 
River territories as regards rent, rates, 
taxes, and furniture, if removed or 


damaged. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Rent pay- 
able on occupied property and the 
ordinary taxes are payable, but rates are 
not being levied in Johannesburg except 
in respect of such services as sanitary 
services; special arrangements have 
been made to enable the refugees to 
replace furniture removed or damaged. 


South African Constabulary—Officers’ 
Gratuities. 
Mr. FITZROY (Northamptonshire, S.): 
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Colonies whether a British officer gery. 
ing in the South African Constabulary 
is entitled to the same gratuity or 
pension for wounds received in action 
as officers serving in the regular Army. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Lor 
Milner has been requested to consider 
this question of gratuities, but I have 
not yet received his report. 


South Lancashire Regiment—Volunteer 
Company—Medals. 

Mr. PEIRPONT (Warrington) : I beg 
to ask the Secretery of State for War 
whether he is aware that the Volunteer 
Active Service Company of the South 
Lancashire Regiment returned from 
South Africa more than a year ago; 
that their claim for medal clasps was 
sent to the War Office more than nine 
months ago; and whether he will state 
the reasons why these clasps have not 
been given. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Sranuey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Owing to 
the heavy pressure of work, and the 
necessity of carefully checking the 
medal rolls, it has not been found 
possible to dispose of these claims; 
but it is to be hoped that there wil 
not be much further delay. 


Explosion at Waltham Abbey Mills—Case 
of W. Wilkinson. 

CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing): 1 beg to ask the Financial Seere- 
tary to the War Office whether he can 
explain why William Williamson, 4 
Government employee at the gum 
powder mills at Waltham Abbey, who 
lost a limb as the result of an explosion 
at Waltham Abbey, has been denied 4 
pension. 




































Lorp STANLEY: Apparently my 
hon. and gallant friend refers to the 
case of William Wilkinson. It is not 
admitted that the loss of the limb i 
due to the accident, which took place 
eleven years previously. William 
kinson received the usual gratuity 0 
discharge. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: But is not 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State forthe the noble Lord aware that, according 
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the papers I gave him, the doctor cer- 
tified that the loss of the limb was due 
to the accident? Surely the distance 
of time should not prevent the man 
getting a pension. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Department do 
not accept that view. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: Ff shall move 
to reduce the noble Lord’s salary. 


Gibraltar—Dock Labourers’ Strike—Al- 
leged Assistance to Employers by Army 
and Navy Authorities. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 

miralty whether Government craft are 

being employed in carrying cargoes of 

Moors part of the way from Tangiers 

to Gibraltar, where they are being taken 

tothe latter place under contract, to take 
the place of dockworkers who have been 
locked out; whether two crews of 


HMS. “Echo” were discharged for | 


refusing to man the boats whilst so 
employed, and bluejackets sent to fill 
their places; and what action he pro- 
poses to take in the matter. 


THe SECRETARY To THE 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTeER, Bel- 
fast, W.): Nothing is known at the 


Admiralty of the employment of Govern- | 


ment craft for the purpose referred to 
in the Question, or of the discharge of 
the crew of the tank vessel ‘‘ Echo.” 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 


he is aware that the foreman, recently | 


employed by the Admiralty at Gibraltar 


in connection with the discharge of coal | 
cargoes at the docks there, is a person | 


who has suffered six months imprison- 


ment for having defrauded His Majesty’s | 
Government ; whether he is aware that | 
this foreman is employing mainly Moors’ 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
Admiralty has no information whatever 
with respect to the allegation in the 
first paragraph of the Question. I have 
no means of ascertaining the nationali- 
ties of the persons now employed upon 
coaling. The coaling arrangements at 
Gibraltar are in the hands of the senior 
naval officer. It appears that in April 
'a body called the Labour Association, 
|which had hitherto undertaken the 
coaling, refused to continue it unless 
| they were paid double rates, and in the 
‘emergency, sailors and soldiers had to 
| be employed in unloading the colliers 
| for the service of the Fleet. The coaling 
|is now being conducted under another 
| agreement, and is going on satisfactorily, 
‘the ordinary rates being paid. It does 
not appear that the Fair Wages Resolu- 





| 


| tion of the House has been violated in 
this case. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Has the hon. 
Gentleman made proper inquiries? The 
information supplied to him as to the 
men demanding double wages does not 
tally with that given to me. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
given the substance of the replies I got 
both by letter and telegraph. If the 

_hon. Member desires information on any 
further point I will certainly inquire. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
'he is aware that Sir George White, 
the Governor of Gibraltar, has caused 
Army blankets to be issued to Moors 
who are being kept in hulks by the 
Masters’ Federation of Gibraltar by 
whom they have been brought from 
Morocco to take the places of the dock 
‘labourers who are locked out; and 
under what Army order or regulation 
the Governor is acting in using Govern- 
ment property for such a purpose. 


and other aliens to do the work, to the | 


exclusion of native British 
whose work it is, and who are thus 
thrown out of employment; | 
whether he proposes to take any action | 


subjects | 


Lorp STANLEY ; Nothing is known 
of this matter by the War Office. 


and | 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Does not the 


to enforce the provisions of the Fair | noble Lord think the matter of sufficient 
Wages Resolution of this House in this | importance to justify inquiry ! 

instance, and stop the employment of | 
iliens imported under contract so long) Lorp STANLEY: Sir George White 
4 there is a supply available of British | would certainly have reported the 


subject labour. matter had it occurred. 
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Morecambe Winter Gardens—Alleged 
Cruelty to Animals. 


Coronation ’Bus Fares. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that within the last few days 
"bus fares in London have been doubled, 
trebled, and in some cases, quadrupled, 
without any notice to the public ; 
whether he will say if the Government, 
or other authority, has power to prevent 
this increase of fares; and whether any 
steps have been, or will be taken in the 
matter; whether he is aware that officers 
of *bus owners make demands on pas- 
sengers to inspect tickets ; and whether 
he will take steps to stop this practice. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuiz, 
Croydon): I believe that the omnibus 
fares have been considerably increased 
during the last few days. The matter 
is within the discretion of the omnibus 
proprietor, so long as a table of the fares 
to be charged is distinctly painted in a 
conspicuous manner inside the omnibus. 
In addition, I understand, that there 
have usually been notices of the increase 
affixed to the outside of the omnibus. 
There is no power to interfere in the 
matter. As regards the last part of 
the Question, I see no reason for any 
steps on my part, even if I had power. 


Mr. FLYNN: If the Home Office has 
no power to interfere, why is it that the 
Metropolitan stage carriages are num- 
bered, and, so to speak, licensed. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: They are numbered 
and licensed, but we have no power over 
their fares. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether in future the Home Office will 
insist on proper notice of an increase of 
fares being given ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have no reason to 
suppose that proper notice has not been 
given. 


Mr, PATRICK O’BRIEN: Does the 
righthon. Gentleman propose tointroduce 
legislation to give local authorities the 
control over omnibuses now held over 
tramways, so that the omnibus pro- 
prietors shall not be allowed to tax the 
working classes at their pleasure ? 


[No answer was given. ] 





Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called 
toa case of cruelty to a donkey which 
came before the magistrates at Lancaster 
on the 7th instant ; whether he is aware 
that the animal referred to was mauled, 
during a public performance at the 
Morecambe Winter Gardens in Whit 
week, by lions, and died of the injuries 
received ; and that the magistrates dis. 
missed the case upon the ground that 
there was no intentional cruelty; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of introducing legislation for the pre 
vention of performances attended with 
such risks to animals which take part 
in them. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have seen the news- 
paper extract referring to the case which 
the hon. Member was good enough to 
send me, and, having made inquiry, I 
must say that, while 1 doubt the practic- 
ability of any more stringent legislation 
in the matter, it seems to me that a 
view of the facts might have been taken 
which would have brought the case 
within the terms of the existing law. 
That, however, is a question for the 
magistrates, and I have no power to 
interfere. 


Ensilage. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he will 
re-issue a leaflet on ensilage drawn up 
some years ago by the Board of Agr 
culture, and at the same time bring it 
up to date. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, Pres 
ton): This leaflet was revised a 
brought up to date in January last. 
I have arranged that copies of the leaflet 
shall be at once sent to all the leading 
local newspapers with a notice that they 
may be obtained, free of charge, 
application to the Board of Agriculture. 
If this weather continues, there will not, 
I should think, be much use for the 
leaflet. 





rT Oop + Oo Hr BF YF TT =O FT 


a Questions. {25 JuNE 1902} Questions. 


Belfast Smallpox Hospital. Me. WYNDHAM: I think one was 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): | some years ago. 
[beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
SF Licutonsns of Ireland whether he} Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the right 
js aware that, in dealing with special | hon. Gentleman give me the particulars ? 
hospitals for smallpox patients, the Local 
Government Board insist upon the build- Mr. WYNDHAM: I will look into 
ings being at least a quarter of a mile | that. It is not very desirable to make 
from vad Wi? Ba that being the | public these matters. 

wriking distance of the contagion upon ; . a as 

which the English authorities aah: nary Irish Landlords’ Combination. 
vhether he is aware that at Perdysburn, Mr. MACVEAGH: I be to ask the 
County Down, where the Corporation of Chief Secretary to the Lo Lieutenant 
the city of Belfast propose to erect a |of Ireland whether, in view of the 
emporary smallpox hospital, there are | speeches of Irish landlords to the effect 
inhabited houses, a dairy, and a national | that they are combining in their own 
ehool within the radius as prescribed in | iMterests, he proposes to prosecute them 
Ingland; whether the sanction of the | for conspiracy, as in the case of the 
local Government Board is required, or | Combination of the tenants. 
us been given, for the erection of this | Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. As I 
iuilding ; and, is he aware that the | informed the hon. Member on the 19th 
tity of Belfast, although a seaport, is | instant, I have seen no indication that 
vithout any smallpox or isolation hos-| any jjlegal combination exists, or is con- 


pita. | templated. 


Tar CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | United Irish e—Civil Action against 
LAND (Mr. WynpHaM, Dover): The | _ 
requirement pointed out in the first para~/ Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
ph is insisted upon by the English | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
Government Board only in the | of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 


tase of smallpox hospitals provided out | Denis Johnstone, at present imprisoned 
of loans sanctioned by it. The sanction | at Sligo as a first-class misdemeanant, 
ithe Irish Department is not required, | was on Saturday last served by a bailiff 
unless in the event of an application | from Frenchpark with a writ at the suit 
fra loan. If such an gg en be | of Lord De Freyne ; and whether, having 


made, the Board will consider the ques-| regard to the fact that Mr. John Fitz- 
tim in all its bearings. The Board of | gibbon and Mr. Patrick Webb are co- 
Guardians maintain an isolation hospital | defendants in the same suit, are charged 
in Belfast in which smallpox cases are | therein with conspiracy, and are at pre- 
treated. | sent confined in the same prison, he will 


| give directions that these persons shall 


Irish Congested Districts Board—Boat- have facilities for preparing their defence, 
Building Contracts. ‘and for private consultations in regard 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co.,S.): Ibeg | thereto, and that they shall be at liberty 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | to reeeive private visits from the co- 
lieutenant of Ireland whether he willstate defendants not in custody. 
ifany boat-building contracts for the Con- | 
gested Districts Board have been placed Mr. WYNDHAM: I stated on the 
outside Ireland ; and, if so, with what con- | 19th instant, that every facility would 
tractors, on what date, for what amount, | be given to such of the defendants in a 
ad on whose recommendation. | civil action, as might be in custody, to 
|prepare their defence. The prison 
Mr. WYNDHAM: There are at / rules only provide in such matters that 
present no contracts placed by the Con- prisoners shall be allowed to interview 
gested Districts Boards with persons out- | their legal advisers and their authorised 
side Ireland. clerks. In the present case, however, 
|the Governor has been instructed to 
Mr. MACVEAGH : My Question was permit the prisoners to see any person 


whether any contracts had been placed | whom it may be necessary for them to 
outside Ireland ? | See for the purpose of the defence. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: Seeing that they | Committal for Contempt of Court—Cage 
are charged with conspiracy, will the of John Lavin. 

right hon. Gentleman see that they can| Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
communicate with each other without the | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire. 
presence of the prison warder ¢ land whether inquiries have been made 


into the imprisonment of an old man 
Mr. WYNDHAM: They are allowed | named John Lavin, of Carricknahorna, 
to confer through their solicitors. The 


er thre ) : near Boyle, who is seventy-three year 
warder is in sight, but not in hearing. of age, for alleged contempt of Court; 


: whether he is aware that Laving has for 

Rae's Estate, County Kerry. fourteen months ceased to be in forcible 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, | possession of the house from which he 

W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | was evicted ; and whether he can state 

the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can | when it is proposed to release this man 
state the reason of the delay in sending an | from custody. 
inspector to visit the estate of W. L. Rae, | ' 

in the county of Kerry ; and whether | Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have previ- 

he will cause the same to be made | ously informed the hon. Member, the Exe. 





without delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate will be 
examined by an inspector without avoid- 
able delay. The request for an inspec- 
tion was only received on the 17th April. 


Railway Carriage of Irish Produce. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


ecutive Government has no power to 
j intervene in the case of prisoners com- 


_mitted for contempt of Court. 
| 


| Sligo Prison Staff—Hours of Working. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
| land, whether, in Sligo Prison, the chief 
| warder, the storekeeper, and clerk are 


Lieutenant of Ireland, as representing | seqnited to be on Coty sane ae 
the Board of Agriculture, whether, havin 
regard to the fact that as the Govern. | 6 a.m. to6 pm. and on Sundayeae 
ments of the Colonies and foreign countries | “rps ye al ond tessa? : m. till 
Seren Sener tebe Geese EeRam ye: | 10p.m.; and whetheritis proposed tomake 
vide refrigerator cars on their railways, *~P:™+ ary 


: ‘any change in the number of hoursthat 
ae ree ee pent at alpine eed | these officials are required to be on duty. 


refrigerator chambers on the steamships | 
for dairy produce, the Board of Agri-| Mp WYNDHAM: The chief wane 
‘is on duty about seventy-six hours; the 


culture will be empowered to negotiate | 
g 
bras ' pervicd ro. gar egy sg vam 'store-keeper and clerk about ar 
during the summer months |three hours weekly. The hours of duty 
; | for ordinary warders are correctly stated. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: This important | It is not proposed to make any alteration 
matter is engaging the attention of the | as suggested. - 
new Department. Refrigerating cars are | 
provided on two Irish railway lines, and | . 
the principal companies have also pro- | Sergeant Sheridan. ; 
vided wagons specially- constructed for| Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
the carriage of butter, though not fitted | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
with refrigerating apparatus. Similar | land whether a claim has been received 
facilities exist on some of the cross | from James M‘Goohan, of Aughoo, Bal- 
Channel steamers. linamore, South Leitrim, that a he ~ 

7 eile | of his hay, oats, and turf, value £0, 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- | had been maliciously damaged by Bx 
gomeryshire): At whose expense is | Sergeant Sheridan and Ex - Constable 
this done—at the cost of the public, or | Re ~ the night of the 6th November 
of the railway companies ? pn es ae ae Sonne 

/1899; whether he is aware 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the cost of the | M‘Goohan’s son refused to give evidence, 
companies, of course, in order to increase | at the instance of Ex-Sergeant Sheridan, 
their goods traffic. against Dan M‘Goohan ; and whether he 


'every week ; whether the other warders 
8 have to be on duty each week-day from 


Claims arising from Action of Ex- 
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gan state if any investigation has been 
held into James M‘Goohan’s claim ; and | p 
f so, where it has been held, and what 
yas the nature of the evidence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I informed the 
hon. Member on the 14th May, that an 
inquiry had been made in James 
MGoohan’s claim and that no evidence 
was forthcoming to support it. The 
inquiry was, for reasons which I have 
more than once explained to the House, 
ofa private nature. 


Mr. TULLY : Where was it held—at 
Dublin Castle ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was a private 
inquiry in the locality. 


Crimes Act Prisoners. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
Ibeg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that in recent cases under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act several members of local authorities 
have been sentenced to terms of im- 
prisonment varying from three to six 
months, with hard labour; and, seeing 
that those sentences prevent members 
of local public bodies from acting in 
their representative capacity, what steps 
he proposes to take to prevent these 
disqualifications. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is a statutory 
disqualification, It is not proposed to 
take any steps in the direction suggested. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): 
Were sentences of hard labour imposed 
inorder to disqualify these public men ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member is taking an improper course 
in suggesting that. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
t is the object of making these 
gentlemen common criminals ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Sligo Model School. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
8): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (1) 
Whether he is aware that when the 
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National Board of Education recently 
roposed to establish classes in the 
Model School, Sligo, under special 
teachers, for the instruction of the 
national teachers of the district im 
elementary science, under the new 
programme recently adopted by the 
Board, the Roman Catholic Bishop of 
Elphin refused to allow any Roman 
Catholic teacher in his diocese to enter 
the Model School for such purpose ; and 
(2) seeing that, notwithstanding this 
refusal, the National Board have 
sanctioned the formation of elementary 
science Classes in the Mercy Convent, 
Sligo, for nuns only, from convents 
in the diocese of Elphin and other 
convents; whether (3) he will say 
what provision the National Board 
intend to make for the instruction, 
in elementary science, of Protestant 
teachers and Roman Catholic teachers 
other than nuns, in the diocese of 
Elphin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
as stated in the first and second parts 
of this Question. No provision, I am 
informed, has yet been made for the 
instruction in elementary science of 
Protestant teachers and of Roman 
Catholic teachers other than nuns. 
The number of Protestant teachers 
who reside in and near Sligoyis small, 
and the Commissioners did not consider 
it necessary to make special arrange- 
ments for their instruction in elementary 
science in the Model School. The- 
buildings in which it was proposed to 
form classes for the instruction of 
Roman Catholic Lay teachers in ele- 
mentary science were not considered. 
suitable by the Commissioners. 


Cavan and Leitrim Quarter Sessions. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware- 
that white gloves were presented to the- 
County Court Judge for the counties 
of Oavanand Leitrim at the recent 
Quarter Sessions held for these two. 
counties, as there was no criminal case 
for trial; and whether he will explain 
the reasons of the Government for 
keeping these two counties proclaimed 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The reasons for 
proclaiming certain districts and counties 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act were stated when the 
Proclamation was discussed on the 
17th April in this House. There is 
not such an improvement in the con- 
dition of Counties Cavan and Leitrim as 
would justify the Government in rescind- 
ing the Proclamation. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is it not notorious 
that the proclaimed districts are the most 
peaceable in all Ireland ? 


Illness of the King. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he has any information to 
communicate to the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, within 
the last five minutes I have received the 
following communication— 


“The King has passed a comfortable 
morning, and his condition is satisfactory.” 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): May I ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether instructions will 
be given to publish the bulletins of the 
King’s health at the telegraph offices of 
the United Kingdom. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): And will the bulletins be posted 
on Sunday mornings and evenings at the 
post offices when other sources of informa- 
tion are not available ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be glad 
to consult with the Postmaster General in 
regard to the matter, but of course I can- 
not give an answer without consultation 
with him. 


Business of the House. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman any state- 
ment to make with regard to business ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall propose 
to go on with the Licensing Bill on Friday, 
and put down some other Bills after that 
measure. We shall not propose to take 
the Education Bill until Monday. To- 
morrow we shall take Scotch Estimates. 


———_—_ —- 
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Bill. 98 
IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER, 


Ordered, That Mr. Dillon be pT 
and that Mr. John Redmond be added ty 
the Select Committee. — (Sir Willian 
Walrond.) 


FINANCE BILL. 
[THIRD READING. ] 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


(2.40.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W): 
The present form of this Bill, com 
with its form when first introduced, renders 
absolutely necessary some little discussion 
on this Motion. I do not suppose ther 
ever was a Finance Bill, on which the 
Government had been almost defeated, 
which has been so completely transformed 
in many respects as the present Bill 
Look at the first section. When the Bill 
was introduced it contained only four 
clauses, now it contains eight. I am glad 
to be able to congratulate the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer on the addition of every 
one of these four clauses. They belongto 
a series of clauses to which the right hon 
Gentleman hasshown himself very friendly, 
and although they are of a small character, 
‘they are sure to prove very useful to trade 
and commerce. There is the one which 
imposes an additional surtax on spirits 
imported from abroad, made necessary by 
the new duties. Another raises the duty 
on glucose, and the principal one provides 
for the free admission into this country of 
alcohol to be used for manufacturing 
purposes. Four years ago I brought to 
the notice of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in connection with the debates 
on the Finance Bill of that year, the 
desirability of taking this step. The right 
hon. Gentleman then said it was impossible 
for him to consider such a revolutionary 
proposal, although he had pointed out 
how it would greatly help certain manv- 
factures in this country. During the four 
years which have since elapsed I am sure 
many useful manufactories have been 
planted on the banks of the Rhine and in 
other parts of the world, which might well 
have been established in this country had 
the suggested relief been given to im 
ported alcohol. I think the House and 
the country are to be congratulated that 
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this provision has been engrafted on the 
Finance Bill, and I hope it will make great 
inroads on that somewhat stiff attitude 
which the Customs have adopted in regard 
to facilities of this kind for the purposes 
of trade and manufactures. The Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer deserves credit 
for the readiness with which he listens to 
appeals of this kind. In no fewer than 
three Finance Bills has he accepted small 
Amendments of this .character. For 
instance, the Amendments to Clause 10 in 
last year’s Bill have proved very helpful to 
the trade of the country. I am glad to 
be able to give this credit to the right 
hon. Gentleman, because I fear it is 
about the only complimentary thing I 
have to say to him in regard to the 
Budget Bill. So much for the first section. 
The second section—which was one of the 
most important—has disappeared alto- 
gether. I refer tothe proposal todouble the 
stamp duty on cheques. If we pass on to 
the schedules, we find the greatest possible 
change in them. The right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed to put a duty on corn, and, 
being untrained in protective duties, he 
took what he thought was the simplest 
way. He imposed two duties—one of 5d. 
and the other 3d., and assumed that the 
matter was easy that trade could be carried 
on under the raw, ill-considered schedules 
which appeared in the first Bill. But in the 
course of the long debates on this Bill the 
ight hon. Gentleman has been educated. 

estill have the two duties of 5d. and 
3d, but we have also a 24d. duty and 
a ljd. duty, and there are two long 
provisoes added to the schedules. This 
shows the extent of the difficulty 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
experienced in setting up his new Pro- 
tective duties in this country. 

It may be said that the Bill has been 
sufficiently discussed already, and that it is 
avery serious matter to move its rejection 
m the Motion for Third Reading. I 
camot at all agree with that. Not- 
withstanding several small improvements 
that have been made in the measure, 
Iam convinced that the Bill, if passed, 
will be one of the worst Finance Bills 
passed by Parliament since 1841. It 
is the third and most violent step in the 
direction of broadening the basis of taxation. 
It is a reversal of the fiscal policy of the 
country which will bring just as great evils 
with it as were the benefits gained from 
the other policy of narrowing the bases of 
taxation. [am not at all satisfied with the 
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| debates that havetaken place. A great deal 


of interesting but irrelevant matter has 
been introduced because the Colonial 
Secretary made an indiscreet speech at 
Birmingham. I regret that we should have 
heard so much of the Zollverein,seeing that 
there is nothing in the Bill regarding 
it. But because one of my right hon. 
friends who took objection to that speech 
got some pledge from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, he said they would let the 
Bill pass, or, at any rate, some step might 
be taken in that direction. I think that 
was a great misfortune. What we had 
to do on this Bill was to fight the new 
duty on corn, and I think it would have 
been far better to have waited until some 
definite proposal had been made to the 
country in regard to other matters before 
discussing so fully this Zollverein question. 
That is not the only fault I have to find 
with the debates. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for Montrose delivered one of the 
most interesting speeches from this side 
of the House, and said that the cheque 
tax had been relinquished owing to the 
appeal of a powerful section in the City. 
He added that he had always approved 
of that tax. I cannot help lamenting 
the fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
should have used such an expression. 
The cheque tax is almost as bad as the 
corn duty. It has not a single merit as 
a tax, because it would have produced a 
violent convulsion in trade. The truth 
is, that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
thought out this question fully before 
using such an expression, and he has, 
moreover, had no business experience. 
A great deal of our discussion in this 
House on financial and commercial 
matters is carried on by Gentlemen con- 
nected with the professions of literature 
and law, who have no business ex- 
perience, and I do think that business 
men on both sides of the House should 
be listened to on matters which pro- 
foundly affect them. I have fault, too, 
to find with the action of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Poplar, when we were trying to 
fight out the question of the duty on 
offal. My hon. friend the Member for 
East Somerset was endeavouring to in- 
duce the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who had already agreed to reduce the 
duty by one-half, to give it up altogether, 
but the hon. Member for Poplar jumped 
up and said he accepted the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal as a reasonable 
compromise, and thereby prevented the 
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development of the debate. The hon. 
Gentleman by that action made him- 
self as much responsible for the tax as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I 
think it is a pity that a case made out 
on these back benches with regard to 
commercial matters should be given away 
without more full examination of the 
proposals. Generally speaking, I think 
the case inst the corn duty was 
pitched a little too high by the opponents 
of the tax on this side of the House. The 
tax is not open to the objection which 
attached to the old corn laws. A good 
deal too much has also been heard about 
the big loaf and the little loaf. I agree 
that the loaf may not be very much 
smaller—possibly it will not be reduced 
in size at all—and suppose that is so, look 
at the position in which the Opposition 
will be placed. The position will be 
analogous to that they occupy in respect 
of the sugar tax. Sugar has not become 
any dearer, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer rides in in triumph because the 
country has not suffered by the imposition 
of the duty. But our objection to the 
svgar tax is not removed because there 
has been a fall in price, for the people are 
paying a halfpenny more to-day, and the 
price to all intents and purposes has been 
raised as far as the consumers are con- 
cerned. One or two right hon. Gentlemen 
on these benches approved of, and voted 
for, the sugar tax ; the very same Gentle- 
men have opposed the corn duty, and I 
think somebody with cleaner hands might 
have led that agitation. I am glad that 
the Leader of the Opposition is sound 
on sugar, sound on corn, sound on coal, 
and sound on the whole of this bad 
principle of broadening the basis of taxa- 
tion. 


My contention is, in respect of the 
corn duty, that any interference by the 
Customs with the great articles of im- 
port will be a profound interference 
with trade and with the increase of 
wealth. Hon. Members opposite who are 
in favour of the restoration of the duty 
believe that it will increase the wealth of 
tae country. We disagree with them on 
that point; we assert that a reversal 
of the policy of Free Trade will 
simply produce poverty. That is the 
basis on which we ought to fight. I 
am trying to avoid the dragging in 
of high principles in this matter. 
Let us go in for expediency. One of 


Mr. Lough. 
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the greatest authorities on this subj 

130 years ago, wrote a book called “The 
Wealth of Nations.” Adam Smith dig 
not assume any high principles at all; 
all he said was that he desired to make 
a few suggestions as to the taxation of 
countries which would promote the 
wealth of nations. It is a very good 
basis to put it on. And on what did 
Cobden base his case? He was a com- 
mercial traveller, and the head of a 
small manufacturing business in Man- 
chester. He wanted the means of 
building up his own business. He 
obtained sympathy in every part of the 
country, and it was soon found that 
every class could benefit by taking the 
same course as he did. He fought his 
battle in this House, in the same way as 
we on the back benches have to fight 
our battletoday. Right hon. Gentlemen 
on the Front Opposition Bench received 
his arguments with no sympathy, and 
some right hon. Gentlemen who now 
claim Cobdenism and Free Trade as a 
thing that they themselves produced, 
gave him the cold shoulder and no 
assistance whatever, until Sir Robert 
Peel practically accepted the theory. 
Ever since they have posed as sturdy 
advocates of the new theory. There 
is good work to be done on these back 
benches if the commercial interests of 
this country are to be protected. Mr. 
Cobden never sat on the Frout Bench 
at all; he never obtained any recognition 
of his work, and his work would 
never have been carried to a suc 
cessful issue if the question of 
Free Trade had been allowed to fall 
too much into the hands of right hon. 
Gentlemen rather than of practical 
business men. A number of small 
duties are now imposed, which it would 
be better to get rid of, and their effect 
is to cause a diminution of trade 
throughout the country. I think that 
we have been too neg! gent generally, 
and that the whole principle on which 
the country has proceeded is in danger 
of being sacrificed. Our whole financial 
policy formerly consisted in narrowiDg 
the basis of taxation. The principle 
which Adam Smith taught to the 
country was, “tax as few articles a 
possible; tax no necessities,” and for 
seventy years that theory was acted 
upon, until Cobden prevailed upon the 
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House to make the experiment of Free 
Trade. We have now for thirty years 
had experience of Free Trade, and how 
wonderful it has proved. Look at the 
growth of wealth: our ships are on 
every sea, Our commerce is carried to 
every land; poverty and starvation are 
Jargely banished from our _ shores. 
Everything that has been won in in- 
creasing national wealth is at stake if 
the principle of broadening the basis of 
taxation is extended. I say it would be 





best for trade and the development of 
wealth and commerce if we avoid the 
irritating restrictions imposed by the 
Bill. 

Let me just give one example of the | 
irritation which will be caused. Take 
the duty on imported offal. It has been 
reduced to 14d., and the amount it will 
produce—compared with the difficulty 
of collection—renders it perfectly absurd. 
Itis to produce £19,000 a year. Offal 
is light but bulky; the duty will work 
out at 14d. per sack. It would take a 
large ship to bring over 1,000 tons—or 
20,000 sacks—yet all these sacks will 
be examined to ascertain whether they 
contain more than 50 per cent. of starch ; 
they will have to be counted and weighed, 
and when the whole cargo has been thus 
dealt with, it will produce £125. In 
order to get a revenue of £19,000, it will 
be necessary for the Customs officers to 
deal with 320,000 sacks. Is the 
absurdity of the tax not obvious? Even 
now, at this late stage, this Bill ought to 
be recommitted, and this tax on offal 
got rid of altogether. I might repeat 
the illustration upon the tax on maize, 
but it is not necessary. I tell the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer this tax 
will greatly diminish the progress of 
tommerce, and instead of promoting and 
increasing the wealth of this country, it 
wil rather tend to promote poverty. 
Asecond thing which we must guard 
wgainst is any recurrence of Protection. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
stated that he isstill a Free Trader. He 
will have some difficulty in maintaming 
that position when once he has passed 
this corn duty. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has two ‘great authorities 
behind him in regard to this tax. One 
i Sir Robert Giffen and the other is 
The Times newspaper. In January this 
yar Sir Robert Giffen wrote three letters 
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to The Times in defence of the principle 
of broadening the basis of taxation, and 
suggesting 1s. duty on corn. But what. 
did Sir R. Giffen say in 1870 — 


“ The corn tax is the most indefensible now 
on the Statute-book. It is a Protective duty, 
because it is a tax on an imported article not 
compensated by a tax on the home-grown 
article. It is, too, a tax on an article of first 
necessity, and it is monstrous that such an 
impost should carry money to the pockets of 
the landlord and the farmer rather than to the 
Queen’s Treasury.” 


On April 10th, 1869, Zhe Times said the 
corn tax 


“is a Proteetive duty, and this is sufficient to 
condemn it.” 


On April 16th of this year the same news- 
paper spoke of the registration duty on 
imported corn and flour, 


“which Mr. Lowe, in a paroxysm of pedantry, 
repeated a generation ago.” 


Therefore, we have the opinions of Sir 
Robert Giffen and The Times thirty years 
ago expressed exactly in the same form 
as the opinions we are expressing now. 
They have changed their opinions since, 
but I suggest that their opinions were 
probably much more sound thirty years 
ago, when they knew exactly how this 
tax worked, than they are today; and I 
claim on my side those two authorities 
in their better days, before they fell into. 
their dotage. 

With regard to this being a Protective 
duty on corn, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and the Secretary to the 
Treasury all say that this is a mere reim- 
position of Mr. Gladstone’s duty abolished 
in 1869. Sir, this tax was imposed in 
1849, and then it only produced £300,000. 
The tax continued, and gradually grew 
until twenty years later, when it pro- 
duced £600,000 or £700,000, and those- 
figures made it difficult to maintain that 
it was only a registration duty. But 
when it brings in £3,000,000 or 
£4,000,000 it is nonsense to call it a 
mere registration duty. It is a heavy 
burden on thecountry. When we oppose 
it, I am sure we are on firm ground, and 
Iam sure the Chancellorof the Exchequer 
will regret that he ever proposed it at all. 

Another point I wish to take is the 
way in which this tax will affect Ireland. 
Ireland has a separate story to tell, and 
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some of the Irish Members told the story 
so successfully that they persuaded the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to give up 
half the maize duty. That shows us that 
Ireland has a separate case. Now, what 
- ig [reland’s position in this matter? 
The taxation of Ireland has grown 
until it is now £10,250,000. This new 
impost will raise it to £10,500,000 at 
least. Six or seven years ago, when the 
condition of the land was enquired into, 
the taxation was £7,500,000, and that 
was declared to be too much by half; 
but instead of reducing it by £3,000,000, 
we have increased it by £3,000,000. 
This s not a matter that I propose to 
follow up at this moment. I only desire 
to point out to the House that this is 
the way in which Ireland has been 
treated after the three great wars of the 
last century. After Waterloo the taxa- 
tion of Great Britain was immediately 
reduced, but that was not the case with 
Ireland, and for twenty-five years after 
Waterloo Ireland was paying a tax 
which had been reduced considerably in 
England. In the case of the Crimea, it 
was the same thing, and now we have 
the Boer War at the end of the century, 
and that is made the excuse to raise the 
taxation of Ireland—already £10,250,000 
—by another £250,000, as we raised it 
beth fifty and a hundred yearsago. And 
so we shall goon, until one day— violently, 
I am afraid—it will all be put an end to. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will take 
the opportunity of making some con- 
cession to Ireland with regard to this 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose has no doubt 
given the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in this step that he has taken some little 
support, because he stated the doctrine 
that if a war were to be fought by a 
country, there should be such extended 
taxation that every class of person in the 
country should feel the burden of the 
war. I think the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has taken advantage of that ad- 
mission, which was rather too readily 
made by my right hon. friend. It is said 
that the poorer classes do not feel the 
effect of the income tax, but it must not 
be forgotten that the income tax limits 
the wages which are paid. I think my- 
self the people have made a great many 
zacrifices in connection with the war, 
and if we are to accept a principle of 
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this kind, we ought to limit it in such 
way that while we allow the burden to 
be spread broadly over all, we should not 
restrict the commerce of the country. [| 
am afraid we are now taking a step 
which will greatly interfere with our 
trade and commerce. We have inter- 
fered with the most important trades of 
the country, but the tax on flour is worst 
of all; a tax on meal would have been 
bad enough, but a tax on flour is far 
worse. I think we ought to take in 
this House every opportunity of pressing 
the Government to reconsider a matter 
of this kind before it passes entirely 
out of our hands. I beg to move the 
Amendment standing in my name. 


*(3.12) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, 
Brightside): I beg to second this Amend- 
ment. I do not approach this question from 
quite the same point of view as the hon. 
Member. I rise to express a regret that no 
part of the revenue now sought to be 
raised is to be derived from Customs 
duties on foreign manufactures. I am 
aware that mine is a view which I cannot 
expect to commend itself'to hon. Gentle. 
men opposite, nor at present, perhaps, toa 
majority of the House. Nevertheless I will 
ask confidently for that indulgence which 
I believe is always accorded to anyone who, 
with whatever shortcomings in himself or 
his subject, has a serious case to present to 
the House. This question may be 
approached from the industrial or fiscal 
point of view, and I do not wish to con- 
found the two. Revenue and Protection 
are distinct and, to some extent, conflict- 
ing objects. Of course after a point, the 
more brane my effective a duty is for 
protection, the less remunerative it is for 
revenue ; and, conversely, you may have 
a duty excellent for revenue and theo- 
retically protective, yet entailing none of 
the consequences of protection. Such is, 
I think, the corn duty, which will not 
appreciably affect either the producer or 
consumer ; and I confess I cannot share 
the elation of my hon. and _ gallant 
colleague at its imposition. Certainly if! 
were to wish to introduce a protective 
system, corn is the last thing with which 
I should begin, and the very last to which 
I should come. I do not give any thanks 
to my right hon. friend for having put 
on this registration duty, and for all he 
has done in that regard he is entitled to 
wear the phylacteries of Cobdenism as 
broadly as ever on his brow. 
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I fully recognise the distinction between 
the fiscal and the industrial aspects of the 
question. I should like to say a few 
words on the industrial side, and to draw 
attention to the growing disparity between 
our imports and our exports. I know it 
is no new argument, but present circum- 
stances give it a special cogency. The 
following are the balances against exports 
from 1890 to the present time :—1890, 
£92,000,000 ; 1891, £126,000,000 ; 1892, 
£132,000,000 ; 1893, £127,000,000 ; 1894, 
£135,000,000 ; 1895, £131,000,000 ; 1896, 
£145,000,000 ; 1897, £155,000,000 ; 1898, 
£177,000,000 ; 1899, £156,000,000 ; 1900, 
£169,000,000 ; 1901, £174,000,000. The 
figures for 1899 show a fall, but I think I 
am right in saying that that was the year 
of the great coal boom, and it was also the 
first year in which the Board of Trade 
Returns gave the value of ships made in 
England and sold abroad. 

Tow, as I understand the Free Trade 
theory, the difference between exports 
and imports is accounted for by the theory | 
of unseen exports in the shape of foreign | 
investments and freights in British ships. | 
On the first point evidence is difficult to 
obtain ; but such evidence as there is does 
not point to any increase in our foreign 





holdings. While on the painful subject of 
British shipping it is not necessary for 


me to dwell now, I submit that we 
are brought to the inevitable conclusion 
that we are paying for imports largely 
out of our national capital, and that our 
national productiveness does not increase. 
If I turn from the bulk to particular 
articles, some of the facts are very striking. 
I will not say much about steel, because I 
am electorally interested in it, but it is 
an ominous fact that steel rails were never 
imported till 1900, and the import rose 
last year from 38,000 to 55,000 tons. As 
to pig-iron, in 1870 our total production 
was as nearly as possible 6 to 4 against 
the total production of America, Germany 
and France combined. In 1880 it was 
rather more than 7 to 8, but last year it 
was equal to that of Germany only, and 
was less than half that of the United 
States. Or take the Welsh tin-plate trade, 
or the textile trades of the West Riding. 
The hon. Member for Halifax, speak- 
ing on the corn duty, admitted that 
in his department of the textile trade 
the export to America had enormously 
diminished, and that the home market, 
which to some extent they got as a com- 
pensation, was in so precarious a condition 
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that it was liable to be upset by the 
reduced productive power of the working 
classes consequent upon the corn duty: 
You may go through other departments 
and you will find either that there has 
been no increase in exports or that the 
proportion of rise in exports has been 
very much less than that in imports. 
There is one industry on which I should 
like to dwell a moment—I mean that 
of silk. In 1859, the year before the 
silk duties were removed, our exports of 
silk were worth £1,600,000. Last year 
they were £1,400,000—an absolute de- 
crease ; while the import, which in 1859 
was less than £3,000,000, has risen to 
£15,000,000. This shows the enormous 
amount of silk bought by English buyers, . 
but not produced by English manu- 
facturers. Now, one of the chief centres 
of the silk trade was the town of Coventry, 
and this town supplies an example for the 
doctrine of the Free Trader who declares 
that everyone will make what he best 
ean, and who will point with satisfaction 
to the motor and cycle industries which 
have grown up {in Coventry of recent 
years. In the first place, I should like to 
know why the destruction of the one 
industry is necessary to the growth of 
the other, and why under a different 
system they might not have flourished 
together. But apart from this, the doc- 
trine is not wholly satisfactory to the 
silk manufacturer and those whom he 
employs. ‘You indeed have lost your 
trade,” he will be told, “but be of good 
heart; your ruin has been effected on 
the soundest principles. Look around 
you, and rejoice in the thought that if you 
had the money you could buy an excellent 
motor car, built in the very place from 
which you have been excluded. Therefore, 
go your way in peace.” But this, I think, 
is the kind of consolation severely con- 
demned in the Epistle of St. James. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
last year that the finished product of one 
industry was the raw material of another, 
and thereby argued that any system of 
Customs duties must handicap in some 
degree some industry. But what I want 
to say is, that there is a choice of evils in 
the matter. I do not pretend that an 
extension of our Customs system may not 
bear hardly upon some trades, but when 
engaged in an economic war you must 
sacrifice something for your main ends. 
It is a state of industrial struggle in which 
you must be content to suffer something 
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yourself in order that your adversary may 
suffer more, and learn wisdom through his 
suffering. For myself, speaking person- 
ally, I would rather live in the sin of 
retaliation than die in the odour of Free 
Trade sanctity. 
There is, however, another factor. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
olverhampton said the other day in this 
House: “The cost of production must 
consist in the cost of the raw material, 
the cost of the labour employed, 
and the interest on the necessary capital.” 
He also added, “you cannot get away 
from that.” I think you can get away 
from it, for it leaves out of account another 
element, viz., the quantity produced. Mr. 
Byng, in his most interesting work on 
“Protection,” has elaborated thisargument. 
Here I will only say that the reasoning is 
as follows :—-success incompetition depends, 
ceteris paribus, on cheapness, cheapness 
depends upon quantity, quantity depends 
on the measure of the demand, the demand 
depends on the extent of the market 
available, and a Protectionist country will 
always have a wider market than a Free 
Trade country. In illustration of my 
contention, I trust I shall not be accused 
of melodramatic tendencies if I exhibit 
this little object to the House. [The 
hon. Gentleman held up a carbon.] 
This is a carbon for electric arc lamps, 
essential for naval and military search- 
lights. The manufacture of this article 
is an industry in which the initial capital 
bears a very high proportion to the wages 
and materials. The material is the refuse 
of gas retorts, and is very cheap, and the 
labour, in up-to-date establishments, 
represents less than 10 per cent. of the 
cost of the article; but the ovens and 
machinery must be very extensive, and 
the initial capital consequently large. It 
is, therefore, an industry in which increased 
production means lessened cost in a 
uliar degree. If the daily output be 
20,000 feet, the cost of production for 
each 1,000 feet is 42s. ; but if the output 
be increased to 30,000 feet, the cost falls 
to 32s. Formerly the prices ruled at 
50s. to 60s. per 1,000 feet, and the 
English manufacturer made a profit of 
some 20 per cent.; but afterwards the 
German manufacturers came along, and, 
by reason of increased production made 
possible by their protected home market, 
they sold in our open market first at 45s., 
and then at 40s., till they got below the 
English cost price, and absolutely killed 
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the industry in this country. If it ever 
be successfully revived without protection, 
it can only be by Government or senti- 
mental buying, which, of course, are factors 
outside ordinary economic conditions. [ 
may also mention a kindred instance in 
the steel trade, vouched for by my hon. 
friend the Member for Newport, to the 
effect that the American Steel Trust can 
sell steel billets in England at 163 dollars, 
whereas the price in Pittsburg is over 
23 dollars; that is to say, they are able, 
by reason of their immense production, to 
deliver their surplus article in England at 
74 dollars less than they charge in 
America. So far I have been arguing from 
the point of view of the producer. But 
what about the consumer? Who is 
the consumer but the taxpayer — the: 
same mouth and the same pocket? In 
order to get revenue you must hit this 
individual somehow. The question is, in 
which capacity? You hit him hard 
enough as it is directly. Formerly, as 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose told us last year, direct 
taxation was not more than 30 per cent. 
of the whole. Now it has risen to 50 

rcent. or more. Thus indirectly you 

it him, if not in his necessities, at least 
in his essential comforts. If he is a 
drunkard, you hit him hard ; but even if 
he be the godliest of men, then, unless he: 
forego the stimulating influence of tea and 
the quieting influence of tobacco, and 
unless he adopt the diet of a diabetic 
patient, you hit him at every turn of the 


day. 

The right hon. Gentleman argued thus :. 
The present expenditure is serious and 
menacing ; if you go through with your 
Imperial policy, you cannot expect your 
expenditure to diminish ; therefore, either 
you must raise a fresh revenue, in which 
case you will be forced to import duties, 
or you must give up your Imperial policy ; 
but the policy is not worth the duties, 
and, therefore, you must renounce the 
idea of the duties. I believe that the 
duties must come anyhow ; but, putting 
this aside, I believe the reasoning is 
sound, and only one of the premisses is 
fallacious. I say that, in honour and 
conscience, we cannot, and will not, give 
up our Imperial policy, that we must seek 
for fresh revenue, that we cannot build 
further on the present basis, and that 
to import duties we must come. What 
are the needs of the country? There 1s 
the Navy, for which this year we have a. 
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minimum programme. There is the | the trade of othernations might be unre- 
Army. I welcomed the statement of | stricted and flourishing in the Yangtzse 
the Secretary for War, but it does not Valley. In such a situation, to neglect 
promise future economy. There is Edu-|the obvious and the easy way of re- 
«ation, for which we have just had a fresh | taliation, and all, I presume, for the sake 
Vote of £900,000, and that does not satisfy | of the mid-China consumer, would be 
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everyone. 
f the Sinking Fund; and lastly there is the 


of local taxation. Whence is it all to 
«ome? The right hon. Gentleman says he 
«annot increase direct taxation, and yet 


able articles by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton, he 


gave sound and adequate reasons why | 
any increase in these respects would | 


We | there is still a strong, though a waning 


be either unproductive or unjust. 
are confronted with the double problem 
—to aid industry and to obtain a 
revenue. I admit the revenue must come 
first, and, I say, estimate your wants and 
get the money where it will be felt least. 

t the burden fall first on the foreign pro- 


Our imports of manufactured goods are 
now from ninety to a hundred millions. 


Put on a 10 per cent. duty, and say 
they will drop to eighty, though the 


German experience is against this. 


millions, and not only will you have your 


Tevenue, you will have something more. | 


You will have a weapon of offence and of , landed interest would have been strong 


defence; you will have a scourge to 
flagellate the nations and teach wisdom to 
the Gentiles. 


Still | 
€ven so, you will have a revenue of eight | 


t Situations must often arise | 
in which this country may have differences | and Popular Government. 


Then there is the restoration | altruism run to madness, which no 
; He Minister could defend before the country, 
problem, now becoming acute, of the relief | 


and the lessons once taught in China 


_would soon be learnt and applied at 


home. And, further, in the Transvaal I 


a e+ am sure that the country would never 
when he was pressed as to various excis- | 


tolerate it that a swarm of esurient 
foreigners, who had done everything 
one us, should reap the material fruits 
of our victory. 

I do not deny that in this country 


sentiment in favour of Free Trade; but 


|it rests, I am convinced, mainly on 


historic sentiment, which is losing its 
hold on the rising generation. This 
sentiment arose from two causes: First, 


ducer, next on the consumer of luxuries, | there was in the middle of last century 


and last of all on the mass of the people. | 


a marvellous extension of applied science, 
of the fruits of which Free Trade has 
usurped the credit. Secondly, Free 
Trade became identified in the minds of 
many with the triumph of democratic 
principles. Never was a conjunction 
more accidental. It may, it is true, be 
plausibly argued that if Parliament had 
not been reformed in 1832, the old 


enough to prevent the abolition of the 
Corn Laws in 1846: but there is no 
natural connection between Free Trade 
Almost all 


with others, and in which we may have | the modern democratic communities are 
ccasion to obtain or defend something | Protectionist, and I cannot believe 
not worth the tremendous possibilities of |that it is only in London that 
war. It may be necessary to make our | economic wisdom dwells. Nothing shall 
‘resentment felt, or to concede something convince me that with two exceptions 
for a fair equivalent ; and what have we | the world is blind to its own interest. 
to threaten or to offer? We may oil or | Jt is we who live under the domina- 
obstruct the wheels of diplomacy, but | tion of sentiment—the dying sentiment 
short of war or the menace of war we can | of past age. The great champion of 
do but little more. It was easier when | that sentiment is the Chancellor of the 
the greater part of Africa was still un- | Exchequer, who defends his convictions 
Pegged ; but now the spheres of influence | with 9 consistency and ability that 
almost throughout the world are defined, | excites our resentment but extorte our 
Tam sure the country would not suffer | admiration. But I believe that even 
any large alienation of territory ; and we the right hon. Gentleman must feel 
have not an indefinite number of Heligo’| that such is the ineluctable trend of 
lands to throw into a diplomatic bargain. I | events that even his cherished policy 
‘can conceive a situation in Chinain which | must go the way of the dead systems of 
‘the doors of trade might be shut against | former times—the way of the rest of 
4s, both in the north and the south, while | laissez faire, the way of resistance to a 
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standing army, the way of religious | 
|has produced has perhaps been the 


uniformity. The time of the triumph 
of Free Trade was an epoch of many 
generous illusions. The unchecked 
“march of science, the wide diffusion 
of knowledge, the magical develop- 
ments of communication led men to 
look for moral results which material 


agencies can never supply. Now, we 


know that extended communications 
bring forth new organisations of racial 


hatred—Pan-Slavisms, Pan-Germanisms, | 
and Afrikander Bonds—that knowledge | 
science | 
multiplies the weapons of destruction | 


does not abate envy, that 
and girds the nation with barriers 
of steel. 
that time we are sadly free today — 


the last cannot survive when we regard | 


the onset of a menacing future, and 
look for a remedy equal to the need. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed ‘‘That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


(3.40.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): 
The debate upon this Bill has been a 
long one, and I feel that at this advanced 
stage there is very little that I can hope 


to add to what has been said already, | 


so well by so many speakers on both 
sides of the House. It has been, I think, 
a useful debate—useful in its sifting of 
economic principles, and useful also in 
the changes which it has brought about 
in the Bill. One change—that which 
reduced the duty on maize—has been, I 
think, by common agreement on both 
sides of the House, a very great diminu- 
tion of some of the evils which might 
have been expected to result from the 
measure in its original form. I should 
like to acknowledge that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer always shows a mind which is 
accessible to argument, and even if he 
does not agree with an argument, he 
keeps his mind open to it and gives it 
fair consideration. I think we may also 
—- that he endeavours to get to the 
solid substance of a question. Therefore, 
we owe to him our thanks for the very 
fair consideration which has been given 
to the arguments advanced from this side 
of the House, and to the improvements 
which have been introduced into the Bill. 


Mr. James Hope. 
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Bil. at 
But the greatest gain which the debate: 


speech which the right hon. Gentleman 
| delivered when we were discussing the: 
| Bill on Report, which largely removed 
| some of the objections and apprehensions. 
entertained by hon. Members on this side 
of the House. I will in a moment say a 
word or two about that speech, but 
meanwhile I must say that the objec- 
| tions which we have entertained to this. 
'measure from the first have practically 
/not been diminished. Let me sum them 
up in the fewest possible words. We 
object to the corn tax above all parts of 
the Bill, because it presses most heavily 
upon those who are least able to bear 
taxation. I think if we reviewed our 
fiscal system, we should find that the 
luxuries—the agree and superfluous 
| luxuries—are far too lightly taxed; and 


| when we come to the common articles. 
'of general consumption, and compare: 
‘them with luxuries, we find that lux- 
|uries are relatively less taxed than 


| necessaries. 


For instance, spirits, beer,. 
public-house licences, and tobacco—which 
may be called the luxuries of the masses. 
| —are all comparatively lightly taxed, and 
| they would bear higher duties, and those 
| duties would do less harm than those 
which are imposed upon articles of 
general consumption. 

Take the case of maize. I came across: 
an illustration which was new to me of 
the way in which the maize tax operates. 
I find that in Sussex the wives of 
farmers and labourers - -ho keep poultry 
are complaining that the price of maize 
has been raised, and that their poultry 
industry is being interfered with. Now, 
if there is any industry which this House 
ought not to interfere with, it is that of 
poultry-keeping. There is far too large 
an importation of poultry into this 
country, considering what the capacities 
of this country are for producing poultry. 
Therefore anything which would make it 
more expensive to develop that industry 
is to be deprecated as much as a charge 
upon feeding stuffs. I am not an expert 
in these matters, but I am simply relat- 
ing a fact which came to my knowledge, 
that the price of maiz: had been raise 
and that it had operated as a hardship 
in that part of the country. I hope the: 
reduction which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has made in the tax will bring 
down the price. The financial changes 
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which the right hon. Gentleman has 
made are very largely changes of a class 
which will fall upon those classes of the 
community who are least able to protect 
themselves. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has raised the tax upon sugar, 
which is especially the food of* children ; 
he has raised the tax on tea, which is 
especially the beverage of women; and 
he has imposed a tax on bread, which 
is especially the food of the poor. 
It has been admitted, in the course of this 
debate, that the lower down you go the 
more the pressure of the tax on bread is 
felt. It is a tax of practically nothing 
upon the rich, and I think we must all 
have observed, within our own memory, 
that the better-off class of the community 
consume very much less bread than 
formerly. I suppose it is because vege- 
tables are more abundant and cheaper, 
but, certainly, we all eat a great deal 
less bread than the people did fifty or 
sixty years ago. Bread is not, to any 
palpable extent, felt in the expenditure of 
a middle-class or upper-class household. 
It is not very heavy among the better-off 
section of the working class, but when 
you come down to the very poor it presses 
with extraordinary severity, for tworeasons 
—in the first place, because their general 
margin which keeps them above want is 
much less; and, in the second place, 
because their food consists more exclu- 
sively of bread. The hardest case of all 
is that of the widow with children. She 
has to feed her children very largely on 
bread. She does not contribute anything 
on spirits and tobacco, but this tax hits 
her with unusual severity. That is a 
int which I will not press further, | 
use I suppose it is generally admitted. | 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer began 
by recommending this tax to us as a war 
tax. I quite understand that he should 
desire to bring home to the people of the 
country the undesirability of their em- 
barking in war. I do not believe that 
has any more sincere friend in this 
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ouse than the right hon. Gentleman, 
but I greatly doubt whether the result of 
this tax will be to make the people 
realise the evils of war, or make them 
feel those evils more fully than before. 
Iwish I could think, with my right hon. 
friend the Member for Montrose, that the 
effect of taxation has been so far felt by 
those who have been very ready to shout 
in favour of war. I do not suppose that 





is a result which will follow unless the 
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imposition of this tax should happen to 
coincide with a period of trade depression; 
and I greatly doubt whether the result 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
desires has already been produced. A 
further observation which is to be made 
is this. This tax upon bread is, of all 
taxes upon the necessaries of life, that 


| which is least calculated to bring home 


the result of war to the people, because it 
is a tax which presses with undue propor- 
tion on those who are not voters—those 
who either have not votes or, having votes, 
know least about politics. It presses 
most hardly upon that impoverished class 
of casual labourers—the class of people 
who live from day to day and who are 
engaged in so severe a struggle for life 
that they have not time tothink of their 
civic duties and their responsibilities at 
all. If they are not the class particularly 
hit by a tax of this kind, it is that class 
to whom, in the early debates on the 
Budget, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
referred, namely, those who would be 
reached by a poll tax. The right hon. 
Gentleman remarked with truth that it 
was impossible to impose a polltax. A 
bread tax, coming upon everybody more 
or less comes in the nature of a poll tax, 
which brings home to every member of 
the community their responsibility. 
Now, what is the result of the bread 
tax considered in that light? There was 
once a poll tax which provoked a great 
insurrection in the time of Richard II. 
It was imposed only upon persons above 
the age of fifteen. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, if I may venture to use 
a somewhat colloquial expression, has 
gone one better, because the bread tax 
tells upon the whole population, and 
upon children more severely than upon 
adult males. There is really no tax that, 
for the purpose of bringing home to the 
people their responsibility for war as the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer desires, is 
less fit to obtain that object than a tax 
of this kind, which presses on every 
member of the population, and not 
merely on those who enjoy the franchise. 
However, in the course of the debate the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has practi- 
cally departed from the theory that this 
is a war tax, and he represents it now as 
a permanent addition to the taxation of 
the country. Here we come to what 
many of us feel to be the greatest of all 
the objections to a tax upon food. A 
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tax of this kind is marking a new 
departure. It is a deliberate reversal 
of the principle of 1869, when we 
abolished all taxes upon the necessaries 
‘of life. It is true that the right hon. 
Gentleman says that the tax is not, in 
his view, a protective one. Of course 
there are three kinds of taxation. There 
are taxes which are imposed for revenue 
only, and which cannot act as protection 
at all; there are taxes which are 
imposed for protection only, or mainly 
at any rate, and whose chief object is to 
foster home industry; but there is a 
third class of taxes which, although 
primarily imposed for revenue, are 
incidentally protective; and I do not 
think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
can deny that this tax, although 
imposed by him with the view to 
revenue, must, so far as it goes, operate 
as protection. A thing is not less real be- 
cause it is small. Such atax makes a 
difference, and every time the price is 
going up, the price will rise a little more ; 
and every time the price is going to fall, 
the price will fall a little less. There will 
always be change, and that change will 
always be in the direction of protection ; 
and although in the first instance the 
effect may not be so conspicuous, still 
the effect is there. However, I do not 
put the case so strongly upon the actual 
result as upon the fact that it marks a 
new departure. We are told that we 
must not rely upon the small-end-of-the 
wedge argument; but wedges are not 
equally wide at both ends. 
beginning in everything, and if we begin 
to depart from our policy in one respect, 
it is impossible for anyone to say how 
far someone may better the instruction 
the right hon. Gentleman is giving. I 
will not enter into the argument—be- 
cause the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
did not condescend to use it—that this 


tax will be paid by the foreigner. Of | 


course we know that that is a favourite 
argument of the hon. Member for the 
Central Division of Sheffield; but I do 
not think it has ever been used by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and it is 
not necessary for me to review it. It is 
certainly not the opinion of Protectionists, 
who desire to have protection in order 
that the price may rise and enable them 
to make a better profit. It is not the 
opinion of the hon. Member for the 
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Central Division of Sheffield, nor of 
those friends of his who, on the first 
introduction of this tax, received it with 
effusion and enthusiasm. Their trans- 
ports have now been hushed into dis- 
creet silence. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Not at all. 


Mr. BRYCE: Perhaps we may have 
them repeated. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Yes. 


Mr. BRYCE}: And perhaps the 
hon. Member for Central Sheffield 
does, after all, welcome this as a 
step in the direction in which he 
would like to go. I agree that 
this tax is an argument for it. It is an 
argument equally for imposing taxes 
|upon meat, cheese, poultry, eggs— 





upon practically every article of food 
'and this is the gravity of the case. 


It is not so much that there will be any 
'great present hardship inflicted on the 
_ people by a tax of this kind, as the fact 
that a principle once deserted you have 
lost the firm standing ground on which 
| you stood. Many of us can remember, 
| though it is now about thirty years 
since, the fair trade agitation, begun 
| chiefly by Lancashire. The generation 
which had seen the triumph of Free Trade 
was beginning to pass away, and the 
economic arguments were beginning to 
be forgotten ; and Fair Trade raised its 
head in 1870. We have, from that time 
to now, successfully resisted the FairTrade 
arguments. But how? By pointing 
out that if you once begin the policy of 
fair trade, you will inevitably be led on 
to impose taxation on the food of the 
people. You cannot tax manufacturers 
without giving an opening to agricul- 
turists—a large and important class 
that has felt the pressure of foreign 
competition ; and you have said that the 
ark of the covenant of Free Trade is 
cheap food, and if you are not prepared 
to make the food of the people dear, 
you must not touch a protective policy 
at all. By using that argument wé 
have continually succeeded in repelling 
the assaults of the Fair Traders. Now 
that argument, I am afraid, is very much 
weakened, and today we have had from 
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the Member for another Division of 
Sheffield a full-blown Protectionist 
Motion—supported by all the usual 
orthodox Protectionist arguments. ..3j 


Mr. JAMES HOPE: Retaliation. 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not see that there 
is much difference. 
is one of the methods of Protection, and 
Protection is only one of the weapons of 
retaliation. I am rather tempted to 
follow my hon. friend into the discussion | 
he has initiated. I did not know before | 
that he was a Protectionist. I always | 
wondered what it was in the air of | 
Sheffield that breathed Protection. [| 
always wondered whether the hon. and 
gallant Member for the Central Division 
of Sheffield had given Protection to 
Sheffield, or whether Sheffield had given | 


I think retaliation | 
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been enabled to repell and resist the 
various attempts that have been made 
to lead us into a system of preferential 
colonial tariffs. But now what happened 
as soon as this tax was proposed? The 
first sign was the awakening of activity 
in Canada. We had the members of the 
Empire League immediately demanding 
preferential treatment for Canadian 
produce, and Sir Wilfred Laurier, who 
had long desired an opening for a 
preferential tariff, made a speech, in 
which he said that the corn tax was the 
beginning of a Protective policy in this 
country. 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT: Does my 
right hon. friend remember that Canada 
has already given us a_ preferential 
tariff for the last three years ? 





Protection to him. Now I aminclined| Mr. BRYCE: [ remember that quite 


to believe, since I see the contagion| well. I am _ not 


caught by the hon. Member for the 
Brightside Division, that it is Sheffield 
that has something Protectionist in its 
air. I will not follow my hon. friend 
into his ingenious and lucid presenta- 
tio of the case for Protection. You 
observe that his remedy would aggravate 
the very evils of which he complained, 
and what he invites us to do would be 


to{raise the price of everything to the 
consumer, to raise our expenditure and 
our taxation, and to declare an industrial | medal of that Club. 


war all over the globe. Now, there is 


another quarter from which the ever- 
present danger of Protection has been 
threatening us for some years past—that 
is the proposals for various forms of 
mial preferences. When we have 
been asked by the spokesmen of various 
interests in the Oolonies—from Mr. 
Hofmeyr downwards—to enter upon a 
system of preferential tariffs to give 
advantages to the Colonies, we have 
ilways had the same ready answer. We 
have said we could not begin to give 
Protection to the Colonies without giving 
tion all round to the Colonies. 
Every Colony in that case would have to 
ve some form of protection, and you 
‘nnot protect colonial wine, or tobacco 
without also protecting colonial mutton 
New Zealand and colonial wheat 
Canada. That argument has always 
found sufficient and satisfactory, 

by means of that argument we have 


afraid of that 
argument, but that does not make 
any difference to the interpretation 
which the Canadians gave to this corn 
tax. The Canadian  Protectionists 
immediately pricked up their ears, and 
Sir Wilfred Laurier made his remarkable 
speech. 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT: Sir 
Wilfred Laurier is a member of the 
|Cobden Club, and received the gold 





Mr. BRYCE: Does that make any 
difference from the fact I have stated in 
regard to his speech ? 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Is he a 
Protectionist ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I am not concerned to 
defend Sir Wilfred Laurier’s Free Trade 
character. I am content to say that 
under the feeling produced in Canada 
by this proposed tax, he took advantage 
of it to propose preferential duties for 
| Canadian wheat. That was an argu- 
ment for Protection. But besides the 
singular and remarkable deliverancefrom 
Sir Wilfred Laurier, we had a speech 
from the Colonial Secretary in firm, clear, 
and explicit language, in which he said— 

“If in adherence to economic pedantry— 
(I suppose what we call orthodox Free Trade 


doctrines)—to old shibboleths—(I suppose 
Cobden’s favourite maxim, ‘ Free Trade, Peace, 
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Goodwill among the nations ’)—we are to lose 
opportunities of closer union which are offered 
to us by our Colonies, if we don’t take every 

in our power to keep British trade in 
British hands, we should deserve the disasters 
which would infallibly fall upon us.” 


That, at any rate, indicates the desire to 
have a new departure in the direction 
which preferential duties with the 
Colonies would afford. These two 
speeches naturally excited considerable 
alarm in our minds. But we had, on 
the last occasion when the Bill was 
before the House, a remarkable speech 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
He repudiated, in the clearest and most 
vigorous language, for himself and his 
colleagues, the Secicinh which, on the 
faith of these two speeches, had been 
attributed to His Majesty’s Government. 
And having seemed to toy for some time 
with the fatal draught of Protection, 
be flung the cup far away from him. 
I say, he seemed to toy with Protection, 
because I take his latest repudiation as 
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passing this tax, we abandoned our old 
principles and reverted to the policy of 
Protection. 

There are forces at work that are 
trying to entangle us in a system of 
preferential tariffs. I will not go at all 
into the question of a Colonial Zollve. 
rein, but it is known to everybody 





that there are some of our Colonies which 
_ would like to have preferential treatment. 
| given to their food products. There are 
_ other Culonies which expect nothing from 
us in the way of a preference for their 
wool or mutton, but I am afraid that they 
do expect to have some pecuniary 
benefit in some other form which would 
practically be a subsidy, and would in- 
volve the principle of protection. In 
order that I may not divert intoa 
general discussion, I will say three things 
shortly. First, any preferential tariff 
system which would raise taxation, either 
on the food of the people or on the raw 
material of manufactures, would not be- 
a compensation to us for any preference 


| 
| 
| 





being conclusive and definite. 1 do not | 
believe that the syren voice of the hon. | 
and gallant Member for Central Sheffield | 


which they would give us in the colonial 
markets. Anything which would put 


would ever wile away the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer from these principles. But 
the reasons for our vigilance still remain. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer is an 
admirable Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in the eyes of Free Traders, but he may 
not always hold that post which he now 
adorns. He reminds me of the strong 
man who, for some temporary con- 
venience, breaks down the rampart at 
the part of the walls of the fortress 
placed under his guard, and in the very 
wantonness of his strength which makes 
him rely on his own force and prowess at 
that point. Defended it would be by 
him, so long as he stands by and wields 
and sweeps a two-edged sword, with 
which he is able to keep the part of the 
wall he guards; but when the right 
hon. Gentleman has left his post, what 
certainty have we that another person, 
holding the same principles, and able 
to give effect tothem, with thesame force 
of character, would come into his place ? 
The breach has been made in the rampart 
by which we have defended ourselves 
against Protection, and another Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, meeting a pliant 
majority, may seek to raise or extend 
this tax to other fields, alleging that, in 


Mr. Bryce. 


us in the position of being entangled in 
a network of complicated tariff arrange 
ments and commercial treaties would 
| destroy that political freedom which we 
| prize, would prevent us from arranging 
| our tariff and our system of taxation im 
|the way essential to the welfare of this 
| country ; and anything which requires 
_us to enter into a series of commercial 
| bargains under which a system of vested 
interests would grow up—bargains from 
| which we should not be enabled to recede 
| without controversy and recrimination ; 
| bargains the receding from which would 
+n a sense of irritation and annoyance 
between ourselves and our Colonies—any 
| bargains of that kind would do much to 
|embarrass our relations with the self- 
| governing Colonies, and create friction 
from which we, happily, have hitherto 
been free. Do not let it be supposed for 
one moment that}any of us on this side 
of the House who feel convinced of the 
| value of the principles of Free Trade, are 
one whit less anxious for the closest at 
_ most intimate relations with the Colonies 
|than any other Members. I may sy 
| that from the very first foundation of 
the Imperial Federation League I was 
‘one of its members, and many other 
| Liberals, and we have always been anxious 
| to take every legitimate opportunity of 
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with the Colonies ; but we are convinced 


{25 JuNE 1902} 
drawing closer the ties which unite us | that all wise Americans regret. 


5€ 


It is an 
insidious evil because it appeals to selfish 


Bill. 


that the direction in which we are asked interests ; it works upon the tendency of 
to advance by venturing into such a each man to push his own selfish interests 
sries of complicated bargains would | in the first place, which eventually does 


involve far more danger than profit. If 
3 Zollverein were provided, if it were 
pssible that there should be no Customs | 
ofices at all within the Empire, and the 
ire should be absolutely free from | 

ill Customs tariffs, we might be compelled 
toundergo some fiscal disadvantages for | 
the sake of obtaining those advantages, | 
if that principle were possible. But on 
alhands it is admitted that it is impossible. 
by common agreement it is impossible, and 
the Colonial Minister has said so. At 
t we have the best possible relations 

vith our Colonies. We read the other 
ie very interesting and lucid speech 
ivered by the Prime Minister of the 
Australian Commonwealth, in which he 
pinted to the fact that, under the present 
ire and elastic system, the cordiality was 
geater than ever it had been before 
tween the Colonies and the mother 
country. And he said, with wisdom and 
mst, that it would be exceedingly 
dangeorus to take any step which would 
destroy that cordial relationship. Let us 
leware lest in seeking the better we im- 
ps the good. Iregret very much, when | 
look over the world at large, to see 
vhat a vicious weed Protection has proved 
tobe when once it has got a lodgment. 
[regret very much we are taking the 
sep we are doing by this Bill. Protection 
8&8 pernicious evil, because it tends to 
spread. When it is introduced to benefit | 
me industry, other industries immediately | 
its extension to them. If you | 

lok at the United States you see that | 
he longer it lasts the more powerful it | 
tomes, and the more it spreads its net | 
werevery part of the country. In the | 


|a thoroughly mischievous 
| policy—a policy which is fraught with 


greater harm than good to himself and 
the community. It is an evil hard to 
eradicate, because it fosters sets of private 
interest, which assert a power altogether: 
out of proportion to their natural strength, 


'and overbears the common interest. I 


regret this Bill. It is a step—a small 
step, no doubt, but still a step—towards 
retrograde 


evil to a country so largely dependent, as. 
ours is, upon manufactures and commerce.. 
Feeling that if this policy is carried any 
further it will tend to sap and weaken 
that very self-reliant energy which Free: 
Trade has fostered, and by which and 
under Free Trade we have attained our 
unexampled prosperity, I am bound, even: 


at this, the latest stage of the Govern- 


ment Bill, to renew and repeat my 
emphatic protest against the measure. 


(4.15.) Mr. HONTER CRAIG (Lan- 
arkshire, Govan): From time to time 
the public mind has been much 
exercised by the small amount of 
bread stuffs we hold in this country. 


| The aspect of the grain trade has materi- 


ally altered in late years; and now we 
haveonly five or six weeks’ supply of grain 
to feed the people of this great country. 
The tax on grain is a vicious tax ; it is 
one which the country will continue to 
be dissatisfied with ; and although we 
have the assurance of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that it is to be a per- 
manent tax, the Government may change 
their minds and withdraw it. What 
effect will that possibility have with the 
importers of grain? The cost of the tax 


United States the economic evils of Pro- | will involve £50,000 per week, and the 
tion are not so great as might have | grain trade is carried on with such a 
en expected, because the country enjoys |slender margin of profit, that the fact 
vhat is virtually a free trade over an/| that the imports have to be put into a 
mormous and populous area. Food is | warehouse and cannot be exposed for sale 
ra because the country can produce | on arrival, practically takes away the 
ilthe necessaries of life within its own | entire profit. Therefore importers will’ 
mits, and the raw materials of manu-|be very chary, when the time for the 


ture are cheap. But, especially since | Budget comes round, in ordering more 
te War of Secession, Protection has been | grain than is absolutely necessary. The. 


consequence will be that, instead of a 
six weeks’ supply of bread stuffs, the 

expenditure, and it is interfering | supply may be run down to six days. I 
tthe present moment with the political | do not wish to be an alarmist, but what. 
mierests of the country abroad in a way | an opportunity that would afford foreign. 


‘source of political evils in that country. 
led to inordinate taxation, and in- 
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Powers if they felt they had to 
resort to war to keep our food 
supply from our shores and to starve 
this nation into surrender. It would be 
-& bloodless war, and a bloodless victory. 
I think this as of the question, 
which has not yet been brought before the 
House, is worthy of very serious and 
very grave consideration. We have heard 
from the beginning of these debates that 
this tax is so 1 that it will not he 
felt by the community. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division read out, with 
t élat, a telegram he _ received 
the week the corn tax was announced, 
stating that it was from one of the 
largest bakers in Scotland. It was to 
the effect that bread had not been ad- 
vanced that week. I rose to correct the 
right hon. Gentleman, but he did not 
extend his usual courtesy to me. He has, 
however, since given me liberty to con- 
tradict that statement, and to say that 
the telegram was not from a baker at all, 
but from one of the largest millers in 
Glasgow. If the right hon. Gentleman 
had any knowledge of the conditions of 
the Glasgow flour trade, he would have 
known that this miller had himself ad- 
vanced his flour 1s. acwt. The difference 
in the price of grain will not only be the 
amount of the duty, but the amount of 
the duty plus the profit which will be 
necessarily added, and which will extend 
from the importer to the dealer, from the 
dealer to the baker, and from the baker 
to the consumer. I have read the ex- 
itravagant statement that bakers ought not 
to put up the price of their bread, and 
that there ought to be a law to prevent 
them doing it. Was there ever a more 
monstrous statement. The duty on a 
cargo of 4,000 tons of flour will be 
£1,666, which will have to be paid in 
hard cash. The importer will have to 
give one or two months credit, and he 
must add his commisson ; and the mid- 
‘dleman and the baker must add their 
commissions ; and, in all, three profits will 
have to be paid by the consumer before 
the bread is consumed. I represent a 
<onstituency of over 100,000 inhabitants. 
It is a working-class constituency, and a 
very large ponies of the population are 
unskilled labourers who have to work 
hard to make both ends meet. It is not 
only this tax they complain of, but they 
.also complain of the tax on coal and r, 
especially the tax on sugar which 


Mr. Hunter Craig. 





prevented its falling to the extent of the 
tax. In conclusion, I should like to refer 
to the debate which took place on the 
18th June. On that occasion the ri 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
referring to the duty on flour, said— 


“ This duty on flour is a Protective duty to 
the extent of 20 per cent. in favour of the 
home producer as against the foreign producer, 
I say these are propositions which cannot be 
disputed.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer replied 
“T dispute them.” Ther the right hon 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife 
said, “ The right hon. Gentleman may have 
changed his mind,” and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer replied: “ No, I deny that 
it is a Protective duty.” I charitably 
venture to think that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer must have misunderstood the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman, or 
he would not have denied that the duty 
was Protective. The question is 8 
simple. According to the figures of the 
Chancellor of the escheauer imself 100 
ewts. of wheat produced seventy-two ewts. 
of flour. The wheat is worth 25s. and the 
flour 30s. That is a difference of 5s. ora 
fifth of the duty on wheat, or 20 
cent. ; and in addition the home 

has his bran free which, at 14d. per ewt., 
comes 3s. 4d. Therefore, the home 
miller has the advantage over tie foreign 
miller to the extent of 8s. 4d. or 34 per 
cent. This is a vicious tax, and I hope 
that, even at the eleventh hour, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer may see his way 
to withdraw it. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I have not 
come into the House with any speeches 
or observations on this Bill, because my 
views are pretty well-known to the 
public, and it might be thought that, if 
I intervened, it would be with a tendency 
to regard it as a Protectionist measure. 
It is not a Protectionist measure of aly 
sort or kind. Why do I support it? 1 
support it because it imposes on 
foreigner a toll for the use of ow 
markets for his own convenience; 
because it will produce a very consider 
able addition to the revenue of this 
country. The hon. Gentleman who has 
just spoken ought to have been really 4 
Protectionist. He spoke of the diminv 
tion of the food supply of this country, 
and he drew a terrible picture 8 
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what would happen when our tood 
, which was now limited to six or 
OE uk would, in certain con- 
tingencies, be reduced to six days. If 
that is his view, he certainly ought to do 
gmething to improve the agricultural 
condition of the country, and to develop 
the produce of food stuffs in the country, 
gas to give us areserve in case of 
necessity. The hon. Member for West 
Islington, who moved the rejection of 
this Bill, described our present system as 
Free Trade. The system we have had for 
thelast fifty years is not Free Trade at all. 
It is simply a system of free imports 
vithout reciprocity. Iam sorry to have 
to join issue with my right hon. friend 
the Member for South Aberdeen on these 
questions. In 1895 we came into very 
grious but friendly collision on the 
question of the importation of foreign 
prison-made goods, He was strongly 
opposed to any restriction of the 
importation of goods made by foreign 
convicts and felons ; but the sentiment 
a the country and of the House was 
drongly opposed to his view. One 
reason why it is not necessary for me to 
trouble the House with any observations 
in support of this Bill is that it is 
perfectly clear that there is no serious 
witation in the country against it. The 
imposition of the registration duty on 
cm and meal, which was retained by 
Mr. Gladstone, is really a popular 
measure; and, therefore, it is not 
necessary to make any strong observa- 
tions in support of it. The state of the 
bnches opposite, almost all through 
thediscussions on the Bill, shows how 
ittle heart there is in the opposition to 
this measure. I counted the members 
ofthe Opposition who were present when 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
South Aberdeen was speaking, and I found 
that there were only twenty-eight present. 
I find the same absence of agitation in 
ty Own constituency, and, so far as I 
lave been able to ascertain from right 
hon. and hon. friends, and from the 
tual source of information, I cannot see 
tat there is any serious opposition in 
‘ay part of the country to this most 
t measure. 
The hon. Member for the Tyneside 
ion has put a Motion on the Paper 
‘dvocating that the circumstances of 
the time demand a further extension of 


{25 June 1902} 





Bill, 
this registration system to all our imports.. 
A few years ago it would have been 
thought impossible that the country 
would have accepted, as it has un- 
doubtedly accepted, the import duty 
on sugar, and the export duty on coal, 
and as it has undoubtedly accepted 
the toll or registration fee on corn and. 
flour. Whether hon, and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite like it or not, 
it is perfectly certain that the feeling 
of the country is paying more attention 
to commercial and trade restrictions, 
and the working man above everybody 
else is the least in favour of opening 
our markets to foreigners, unless we- 
receive in return reciprocal treatment. 
It is a question first and foremost for 
the working men themselves, and they, 
or the great majority of them, see this- 
question far more clearly than the 
average politician. They see that if they: 
are to have constant work and good 
wages, the present system is detri- 
mental to their interests and to their 
employment, and that it produces the 
competition by foreigners in their own 
market. One of the strongest argu- 
ments that Cobden used in support of 
Free Trade was that this country was 
and would remain the workshop of the 
world. That was an argument that, 
if Mr. Cobden lived today, he would 
not have been able to apply, and an 
argument that he would have been 
the last to have desired to apply. The 
hon. Member for West Islington, in the 
course of an interesting speech, said just 
now that Mr. Cobden never concealed 
that his desire was to advance his own 
business. That was the view of Mr. 
Cobden in those days, but we are surel 

entitled now, in the face of the falsifica- 
tion of all his prophecies, to adjust our 
fiscal system to the necessities of the 
year 1902. In 1854 the importation: 
of foreign manufactured goods was. 
£9,000,000 a year. Now the importa- 
tion of foreign manufactured goods 
amounts to £100,000,000 a year. The: 
importation of silk manufactured goods 
in 1900 was £40,000,000, wool and 
woollen manufactures £10,000,000, iron 
and steel manufactures, £70,000,000, 
paper manufactures £5,000,000, wood 
manufacturs £5,000,000. glass manu- 
factures £3,000,000, leather manu- 
factures £3,000,000, jute manufactures, 
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£2,000,000, and lace manufactures, Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Well, lam 
£1,500,000. Those are only the/ very indeed to have given the right 
principal lines of these foreign manu-| hon. Gentleman an opportunity of 

factured goods. The right hon. Gentle-| ing himself thus regarding Sir Wilired 
- man the Member for South Aberdeen Laurier, which gives quite a different jm. 
said he could not understand why there | pression to that which he gave before, 
was so much feeling upon this subject in | But whatever may be the opinion of gir 
Sheffield ; he would see it very easily if | Wilfred Laurier, there is a real belief in 
he looked at the statistical record which | the people of this country that the welfare 
has been laid upon the Table, because of trade lies in developing it within the 


he would see that. no less than £1,000,000 pe me eene "iat giles sy dorel 
\ a €@ words 0 
worth of steel and hardware and cutlery Salisbury “ It is to the trade of the te 


‘was imported last year into this country, | ** J i 
‘where, a few years ago, the imports were aig ums poPooay hey ee gap meee 
infinitesimally small. My hon. friend the | uttered. 1 serongly support this tax, ad 
Member for Brightside was perfectly right | I thank the Chancellor of the Exch 
when he said that in this enormously | Six Saving  inteoduand Gt cal 1 equer 
re yom “ vemanee of foreign manufac- | o Powis (loamy ao srinelile val Rs 
tur s there was very great sco : ¥ : er 22} 
for bee py neon nee = ry a | tended in the same beneficial direction, 
indirect taxation. The condition of affairs; ne 
is rendered still more remarkable w. en we | sates od anllant Mother fx daa 
find that from South Africa there is an | 44;, oie popular nestle is ae 
excess of imports over exports, that foreign forgetfulness of the Bury election. It is 
countries import to nearly £170,000,000 a | | o¢ often in these days that an hon 
year, and that the export trade from the/ Member of this House gets up and 
Empire, the Colonies, and British pos-|jsments the enormous increase of vit 
sessions, is very nearly balanced by the foreign trade. The hon. Member spoke 
exports to those Colonies and possessions. | i, terms of unaffected horror of the fast 
In 1900, the imports from British posses-| 4444 in domme tannslids. ef ee 
sions were £109,000,000, and the exports imports had risen from £9,000,000 to 


to British possessions were £102,000,000. 
. the diffae, | £100,000,000, but how does he suppose 
so that they almost balanced ; the diffev- | 1) 04 that is harmful to this country! 


ence of £7,000,000 on the imports from 

British possessions being eaty the y tied sn ond ton the tee Ps a en 
amount of the freights collected on the | +), country is much to be congratulated 
value of those imports. The belief of the |; getting it. Or does he suppose we pay 
pon pir 4 of the Members of this House, | 5." in gold? If he does, he has only to 
and of the great majority of the working | ),.) at the statistics to find that someof 








men of the country, is that nothing what- lit i 
? t is gold. Does he not know that we 
ever shall be wanting to draw closer the | pay for those imports in goods, and tha 


commercial ties which unite the Empire . 
and those great Colonies which have pe! py wapesmien ~ eee thet waa 
helped us so well. It is quite evident By omy Menke is alain taal - nish 
from the remarks of the right hon. Member | 4)... = imamate ton is iar ecceciy, 
for South Aberdeen that he has not _ y ae 
Siei> sini vday be Of degree asking us to destroy or diminish 
read the speeches Alor ppl ad industry by which we pay for those 
Seddon, Mr. Barton, and others. The . : 

‘oh Mosier fer: Sent bial goods. I wished, however, to direct my 
right hon. Member for Sout een | attention to another controversialist, who 
absolutely reproached Sir Wilfred Laurier would not call himself a Protectionist, but 
for having given a preference of 25: per who by hispolicy and his argumentsis every 
cent. to our goods. bit as much a Protectionist as the hon. 

Mr. BRYCE: I said nothing of the|Member. I mean the Chancellor of the 
kind. I never expressed any opinion | Exchequer. When the hon. Member for 
whatever on Sir Wilfred Laurier’s action | the Central Division of Sheffield was 
in Canada. If I had expressed one, I | lamenting the growth of imports, I ¢ 
should have said that I thought he had | not help thinking he had distin 
-done a great deal that was an improve-| authority for his argument, because 
ment on the preceding system. Chancellor of the Exchequer, when he 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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introduced the coal tax, defended it 
exactly identical arguments to those 

ich the hon. Member has just used. 
It was pointed out to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, as it was in 1873, by the 
Commission appointed to consider the 
rt of coal, that the effect of the export 

of coal was to cheapen imports. That is 
one of the great merits of any export 
from the Free Trader’s point of view, but 
it was considered by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to be its most serious 
detriment. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has, in my opinion, lost all claim to 
call himself a Free Trader. International 
trade is exchange. It is our interest in 
parting with our goods to get as much for 
them as we can, and to get it as cheaply as 
ible. That is Free Trade. The 
Prot tionist is the man who says: “ Part 
with your goods if you like, but I will 
prevent you getting much in return, or 
getting it cheaply.” That is the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 
ny right hon. friend the Member for South 
Bisheon has accepted the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s description of himself 
a a Free Trader. I do not believe in 
ing statesmen to label themselves in 
eonomic questions. Torquemada called 
himself a Christian, but I very much 
doubt that everything that distinguished 
Inquisitor did to his theological opponents 
ame strictly within the principles of 
Christ. The right hon. Gentleman may 
all himself a Free Trader, but as long as 
he imposes Protective taxes on the food 
of the people I should say he is a Free 
Trader very much as Torquemada was a 


Christian. 


At this, the last stage of the Bill, we who 
cppose it, are certainly able to approach 

discussion with much more advantage 
than was the case in the earlier stages. 
The controversy has been immensely 
simplified, both by events and by admis- 
sion on the part of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, with regard to the character 
of the Bill and the intentions of the 
Government. First of all, the tax 
was to be a war tax. Before it could be 
passed into law, peace was declared. 
ever was there a reactionary policy so 
quickly shorn of all its excuses. Then 
iiwas to be put on to meet increased 
‘xpenditure. Before the right hon. 
imtleman could get that excuse into 
Print, he had to admit that next year he 
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I have listened with | 
anything but pleasure to the way in which | 
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would have to dispose of a large surplus. 
Then it was not to affect prices: Before 
a single week had elapsed, the price of 
bread was rising all over the country— 
[**No!”}-out of all proportion to the 
amount of the tax. Hon. Members 
opposite deny that. Perhaps they have 
accepted the latest argument of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who, when 
he found the bakers raising the price of 
bread, set his ingenious advisers to in- 
quire into the prices charged by Co- 
operative Stores, and thereupon came 
down to the House with a collection of 
figures which he put before us as being 
the true prices of the honest trader. 
But the Co-operative Stores hastened to 
explain that, instead of putting up the 
price of the loaf, they thought that, as 
they were dealing with their own mem- 
bers, it would be more convenient for the 
present to charge the old price and deduct 
the loss from their dividends. Therefore, 
even the Co-operative Stores are witnesses 
against the right hon. Gentleman’s point 
of view. 

It certainly isa remarkable thing that 
apparently nobody is to pay this tax. 
The consumer does not pay, and, when 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is ad- 
dressing deputations of producers and 
distributors, the producer and distributor 
do not pay—as indeed they certainly 
ought not—because to make a tax fall 
upon a particular trade is a vicious and 
unjust principle. Who, then, is to pay ?. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer is cer- 
tainly going to get the money. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Central 
Sheffield gives the answer which I have 
always understood the Chancellor him- 
self to adopt, viz., that the foreigner pays. 
That argument has frequently been used, 
and the right hon. Gentleman has never 
repudiated it, though I cannot give exact 
words to substantiate the statement that 
he has adopted it. When we have a 
Budget introduced by a Protectionist 
financier we are presented with a delight- 
ful choice of alternatives. If the foreigner 
persists in sending us his unwelcome 
goods, he has to pay thetax. If, however, 
the tax is too much for him, and he does 
not send us his goods, then we have the 
still better alternative that we get the 
trade. That isthe principle upon which 
this tax is defended. Why, under these 
circumstances, does the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer lament the heavy expenditure 
which has brought about the necessity 
for this taxation? He ought to rejoice 
over it—unless he is pained at the pros- 
pect of taxing the foreigner. England 
alone, of all the nations of the world, has 
refused to act upon the silly, foolish fal- 
lacy that it can collect its taxes from 
those who are not its citizens. England 
has boldly said, ‘‘ We will tax our own 
people,” and what is the result? This 
nation, which has the courage to tax 
itself, has incomparably the greatest 
International Trade of any country of 
the world. Those nations that tax us, 
according to the Protectionist view— 
where are they in the race for 
supremacy in International Trade? 


* Srr HOWARD VINCENT: America. 


*Mr. ROBSON : America cannot com- 
pare with England in the matter 
of International Trade. Undoubtedly 
her domestic trade stands higher, 
butas regards International Trade neither 
she nor any other nation is in the same 
class with England. Other nations, 
with greater populations and equal 
resources, and certainly not inferior in 
energy or education, do not come any- 
where near this nation in the sphere of 
International Trade. That seems a some- 
what singular result, when we not only 

y our own taxes, but, according to the 

rotectionist argument, help to pay 
those of everybody else also. 

I have given one reason whyI think 
the right hon. Gentleman is not entitled 
to the name of “Free Trader ;”’ my hon. 
friend behind me reminds me of another. 
No answer has been given to the figures 
put forward with regard to the incidence 
of this duty on flour. It has been 
pointed out that on 100 cwt. of wheat 
the tax is 25s. On the flour and offals, 
which are the two manufactured pro- 
ducts of that 100 cwt. of wheat, the 
tax is 8s. 6d. more. In other words, 
there is a difference of 34 per cent. on 
the amount of the tax against the manu- 
factured article. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has again and again stated that 
he does not accept that statement, but 
why does he not disprove it ? 


*THe CHANCELLOR or Tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.). I did the other night. 


Mr. Robson. 
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64 
*Mr. ROBSON: I think not. What 
the right hon. Gentleman did was to 
suggest that we had confined our 
observations mainly to wheat, that he 
was imposing a duty which applied not 
merely to wheat, but to other graing as 
well, and that if we took the correlative 
for barley, rye, and oats it would correct 
any tendency there might be to protec. 
tion in wheat; in other words, that, if 
instead of confining our attention to one 
article, we took them all and struck an 
average, the average would not be 
tective. I understand that to be the 
argument which the right hon. Gentle. 
man used. If so, what was easier for 
him than to give us a correlative in those 
other cases? If he gave us that corre. 
lative, 1 am informed—I cannot speak 
with authority on the point—that » 
far from diminishing the inequality 
which exists, it would rather aggravate 
it. But even if the right hon. Gentle 
man is correct, what does it amount to? 
That although, in the case of wheat the 
correlative duty on flour may be protec. . 
tive to the English miller, yet that is 
balanced by the fact that in the case of 
barley, rye, and oats the corresponding 
correlative is protective to the American 
miller ; in other words, you have one 
grain on which the duty is protective to 
England, and you have others on which 
it is protective to foreigners, therefore, 
the duty is not protective at all. That 
does not seem to me to be a very ade- 
quate way of dealing with the question. 

























Then another point was put to us asa 
dilemma. It was said: “‘ Last year, when 
we were putting on an export duty, you 
declared that it would be paid by the 
producer; now when we are putting on 
an export duty, you say it will be paid 
by the consumer,” the suggestion being 
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that each duty ought to operate in the of im 
same way. That ons a dows which show 
applied to the argument of the other 9 
side as well as of ours, but let us see dite 
how it applies to ours. It is one of the HF exten 
most foolish and flimsy fallacies ever put York, 
forward by a responsible statesman in — and in 
defence of a measure of this kind. When —§ #35 
you put on a tax like the coal duty on al 





exports you handicap a single exporter, 
say England, in}the neutral market. 
Suppose, for instance, this corn tax were 
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imposed on Russian corn only: the con- 
sumer would escape the burden by buy- 
ing American corn, so that the Russian 

rter would be left to pay the bulk of 
the tax. But when you come to puta 
duty on all exporters —because that is 
what an import duty is—every exporter 
issubjected to the same detriment, and 
then, of course, it is paid by the con- 
sumer. That is perfectly obvious, and 

it has been put forward by the First 
Tord of the Treasury, the Financial 
Secretary, and others, as a serious reason 
for not accepting the argument of this 
side of the House. Listening to argu- 
ments of this character, I cannot help 
reflecting that we ought to count among 
Imperial assets not merely wealth, terri- 
tory, population, unity, or loyalty, but 
also knowledge applicable to the art of 
government. That is one of our most 
valuable Imperial assets. It was because 
we were economically better informed 
than other nations in 1846 that we 
secured the start we have kept ever 
since, and it is impossible to have 
listened to the speeches made in defence 
of this Bill without seeing that the 
standard of economical knowledge in 
England has fallen very low indeed, and 
that we are in danger of losing an 
Imperial asset which we may very soon 
come greatly to want. 

But do not let us confine our criticism 
of this tax merely to the question of 
Protection, important though that may 
be. A tax may be entirely non-pro- 
tective and yet be extremely oppressive. 
A food tax is that, whether it be pro- 
tective or not. There has been one 
Temarkable omission from all the 
speeches on the other side. When the 
Budget was first introduced, the right 
hon. Gentleman was faced with figures 
ofimpressive and tragic importance, 
showing beyond possibility of dispute or 
cavil that we have in this country, even 
in the most prosperous times, a great 
under-fed class always with us—a class 
extending, even in prosperous cities like 
York, to 15 per cent. of the population, 
and in great industrial areas to as much 
4835 per cent. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not ventured to say one word 
tocontrovert either those figures or the 
atguments founded upon them. The 
euistence of this under-fed class is known 
tothe right hon. Gentleman and hon. 
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Gentlemen opposite as it is to us, and 
we are entitled to judge their argu- 
ments, motives, and sense of humanity 
by that knowledge. Judge them by 
that knowledge, what are we to say 
of the statesman who, knowing that 
even in good times we have this class, 
and that in bad times they are put to 
the severest straits, nevertheless insists 
at a time of prospective surplus and in 
days of peace in putting burdens upon 
that. class in order to relieve the 
propertied class of the country? That 
is a consideration of which we are 
entitled to ask the country to take note. 
There stands an unanswered argument 
—an argument ignored, but not one of 
which the Government are ignorant. 
There are three classes who ought to 
be considered whenever new taxation is 
being suggested. Every tax falls on all 
classes in some measure, directly or 
indirectly, but, speaking roughly, and 
having regard to the main incidence 
rather than to the complete incidence 
of the tax, one may say that there are 
three classes to be considered. First of 
all, there is the labouring class, who are 
hit by indirect taxation ; then there is 
the mercantile and professional class, 
who are hit by direct taxation in the 
form of income tax ; and, thirdly, there 
is the propertied class, who undoubtedly 
share with the mercantile and pro- 
fessional class the burden of direct 
taxation, but who still are on a different 
footing, because income from propert 

is not subject to the accidents of healt. 

or the risks which accompany income 








from professional or mercantile labour. 
Therefore, when you are seeking 
to impose a burden on the whole 
community, an indirect tax will fall 
mainly on the labouring class, and the 
main burden of the Income Tax will fall 
on the professional and middle classes, 
so that you ought also to put some 
burden specifically on property in order 
that it may not escape its share. In 
framing his taxation the right 
hon. Gentleman has not imposed a 
single tax of which the main burden 
falls on property alone. Not only 
that, but he has put this tax on labour 
in order to relieve property. |‘ Oh!”] 
If a tax is put on when there is a 
surplus it is not to meet a deficit or 


the existing expenditure, but to meet 
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contemplated expenditure. What is the 
contemplated expenditure? We know 
it by Bills which are running parri passu 
with this, and to which I need not 
further allude, except tosay that it is, at 
all events, to relieve that class of a 
burden they have hitherto borne, that 
this burden is being put on the work- 
ing classes. That is done by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who claims 
to be a Free Trader. We all remember 
the noble and pathetic words with which 
Sir Robert Peel closed his’ career as a 
statesman. He rose in this House and 
said that his name would sometimes 
be pronounced by those who earned 
their daily bread in the sweat of their 
brow ; that when they came to renew 
their strength by an abundance of 
untaxed food they might remember what 
he had done for them, that they would 
remember his name with goodwill, and 
that their meals would no longer be 
embittered by a sense of injustice. What 
will be the record of the right hon. 
Gentleman when he comes to A down 
his great trust? He will be able to 
boast that he has brought back the 
shadow of the tax-gatherer to the 
scanty table of the labouring poor; he 
may point with pride to the fact that he 
has revived what I maintain to be the 
true traditions of his party, and that he 
has left scarcely a single article of the 
food of the labouring poor untouched or 
undiminished. As tothe pitiful luxuries 
of the poor, he began by putting 
£8,500,000 on their tea and sugar, his 
colleagues, by the prohibition of store 
cattle, have managed to raise the price 
of meat, they have put on meata 
burden as bad as that of the tax- 
gatherer, without the tax-gatherer’s 
excuse; and now, in a time of peace 
and with a surplus in front of him, the 
right hon. Gentleman strikes at the 
bread of the poor. I venture to say 
that when the poor come to give 
their little ones that abundant food so 
necessary to healthful growth and life, 
they will remember the name of the 
right hon. Gentleman—but will it be 
with expressions of good-will or free 
from that sense of injustice which Sir 
Robert Peel thought he had abolished 
for ever ? 


Stir M. HICKS BEACH: But he left 
this tax on. 
Mr. Robson 
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*Mr. ROBSON: Oh, no; this is a 
different tax ; this is a higher tax; it ig. 
&@ protective tax; and it is one thing to. 
leave on a tax when it is the last stage 
in the journey, but quite another thing: 
to put it on as the first step in the 
return journey. The poor wili remember: 
the name of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but so far from uttering expressions of 
good-will, they will say that he put this 
needless burden on them and on their 
young in order as far he could to make. 
the rich richer and the poor, poorer. 


*(5.12.) Sm THOMAS WRIGHTSON 
(St. Pancras, E.): I noticed that under 
the whole of the argument of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite there 
lay the fallacy of not recognising that 
exported corn is a surplus product which 
is not wanted in the exporting country. 
As a matter of fact, we import four- 
fifths of our corn from foreign countries, 
and the putting of a high and protective 
tax on those four-fifths would undoubt-. 
edly raise the price of the remaining 
one-fifth. But the question is, Who- 
would pay the light tax of 1s. on those 
four-fifths? This corn, being a surplus 
product, the foreign exporter, rather than 
lose his market, will, I contend, pay 
the tax, and that shilling, which 
otherwise the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would require from the people 
of England, is paid by the foreigner, and 
without ultimately raising the price of 
the one-fifth grown in Great Britain. 
Being a surplus product—and that is. 
my ,point— those whe are exporting 
the corn would pay the 1s. ; therefore, 
the nation, to the extent of four-fifths 
of its corn consumption, clearly benefits 
by the tax. It is upon this ground that 
I shall support the Bill. This question 
of surplus production wants to be con- 
sidered. We are just now in this country 
a great nation of manufacturers. There 
was atime when we were a nation of 
shopkeepersand merchants. The creed of 
the merchant,—and it is a proper belief,— 
is that he must buy in the cheapest market 
and sellin thedearest. That is not strictly 
the case with a nation of manufacturers. 
Amanufacturer might buy his goods from 
foreign countries, in consequence of their’ 
peculiar system of tariffs, at a lower rate 
than he could manufacture them in this 
country, but what would be the effect- 
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even if he did save a small percentage 
What benefit would it be to the 
working classes of this country if they lose 
the labour which is being taken from us 
by the system of tariffs prevailing in 
other countries? I am not a Protec- 
tionist myself, but I say with regard to 
the raising of revenue by moderate 
tariff of this kind that it is an absolutely 
sound policy, and therefore I support the 
proposal of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. 


*Smir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I wish to say a few words to the 
House on a duty which forms part of the 
Budget, but has received little or no 
attention in the debateson the Bill. I mean 
the tobacco duty. I should like to see a 
higher duty imposed on expensive brands 
of cigars, and especially on that peculiar 
form of tobacco known as the cigarette. 
Ihave observed, with great regret, the 
growing habit of smoking cigarettes by 
very small children, and I think we can 
hardly exaggerate the evil to the 
British race if the indiscriminate 
smoking of cigarettes goes on. The 
Spaniards, who are inveterate cigar- 
ette smokers, had no chance in war 
against the Americans; the Germans, 
who smoked pipes, obtained a victory 
over the French. I _ believe that 
the war in South Africa, happily 
Row at an end, would have been 
concluded a year earlier if we had not 
poisoned our soldiers by sending out 
exceedingly bad cigarettes; while the 
Boers all had their pipes, and grow the 
best tobacco in the world. I hope that 
the result of the entente cordiale will be 
that some efforts will be made to import 
Transvaal tobacco into England. We 
cannot expect to be always at peace. 
Supposing we have the misfortune to 
be at war fifteen or sixteen years hence, 
we shall have to depend on soldiers who 
have been brought up from the age of 
ten, eight, or six years upon those filthy 

ttes—men who have grown up 
eminate, nerveless, and useless. I wish 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
look with favour on the suggestion that 
he should take the next opportunity of 
ohne an addition to the ordinary 
tobacco tax of a special 1d. stamp upon 
packets of ten cigarettes. I believe that 
would be a proposition acceptable to this 
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House, and I am quite sure it would be 
gratefully received by the country. I 
have never alluded to the subject at any 
political meeting without receiving voci- 
ferous applause. The only enemies of the 
proposal would be the children, and as 
they have not got votes we need not be 
afraid of them. I believe it might save 
the country from ruin and disgrace in 
the future. I cannot sit down without 
thanking the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for not having reduced taxation. 
I wish very much that we had had an 
extra penny on the income tax instead 
of the bread tax, but if it comes to a 
bread tax or nothing, andif I am to bea 
Protectionist or a fraudulent bankrupt, I 
would rather be a Protectionist. We have 
heard with much relief from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, on behalf of 
himself and his colleagues, that they 
have no intention of making it the basis 
of a protective corn tax. I know that it 
would be an easy thing for him to come 
down to the House and say, ‘‘ We will give 
you peace with one hand and plenty with 
the other,” and to take off the corn tax 
and the proposed increase of the income 
tax, but that would be grossly immoral. 
I am sure that the additional expenses 
of peace will be at least as high, if not 
higher, for the first year, as if there had 
been a continuation of the war. If the 
nation goes to war it ought to pay its 
way, and I would support any tax the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
impose for that purpose except a tax 
upon bread. Though I cannot entirely 
support all the sources from which he 
derives the revenue, I am glad that he 
has not been tempted to reduce taxation 
on the plea that the war is ended. 


*(5.21.) Str. ELLIOTT LEES (Birken- 
head): I agree with much that fell fromthe 
hon. Member for South Shields,although 
I cannot agree withtheremarkable perora- 
tion in which he denounced the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. That peroration will no 
doubt be very effective on many a platform 
in the country, and I hope we shall find an 
equally effective platform reply. The hon. 

ember pointed out that our political 
knowledge and fiscal system had, during 
thelast fifty years, beenof very advan- 
tagein promoting the material prosperity 
of the country. That may be, but there 
are things even more necessary to the 
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nation than sound political economy, 
great and important as that may be. I 
am not sure whether this be a war tax 
or not, but if it be, I welcome it, and I 
am glad that this House should see fit 
to bring home to the conscience of every 
man, woman and child in the country, 
the payment that must be exacted for 
war. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said in a famous speech some years ago 
that there are worse things than war. 
There are worse things than war. But in 
this country we are not called upon for 
personal service, and unless the people 
are made to feel the effects of war in 
taxation, it is possible to let a 
democratic Government degenerate into 
the exponent of the jingo sentiment with 
respect to the glories of war. Our 
oo in the late war called every 
able-bodied man into the ranks. They 
risked their whole occupation, as well as 
their lives. Their houses were desolated 
and their occupation is all gone. From 
this country we have sent 2 or 3 per cent. 
of the able-bodied men ; our occupations in 
this country have not been disturbed ; our 


trade has hardly suffered any shock ; the | 


avocations of the people have been con- | 
tinued, and unless some such tax as this | 
upon the necessaries of lifeis imposed, what 
is to prevent the great mass of the electors 
of the country from thinking that they 


may have the excitement and glory 
of war without contributing to the 
cost? That might be one of the 
greatest calamities. It is important, 
therefore, that there should be brought 
home to them the knowledge that they 
themselves would have to contribute to 
the cost of carrying it on. 

With regard to the economic aspect of 
the question, at the present moment men’s 
minds are in a state of confusion. The old 
doctrines that we were taught twenty 

ears the doctrines of John 

tuart Mill, Professor Jevons and Adam 
Smith—are questioned in many quarters 
now, and by some very responsible author- 
ities, I would not venture for a moment 
to suggest that the old authorities were 
wrong in basing the material prosperity 
of this country on the Free Trade system, 
but I should like to suggest that it may 
be well for us, however convinced we ma 
be of the truth of those doctrines, to loo 
at things with a broader mind, and ascer- 
tain whether there may not be consider- 
ations which may outweigh the material 
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ose ogy F cgemer under a system of Free 
e. e nation does not live by a 
period of prosperity alone. We have 
seen during the last few years the feeli 
of the other nations of the earth tow: 
this country. We have realised that we 
might be at any moment the butt of a 
gigan tic conspiracy to overthrow us. We 
ow nee than material prosperity 
is national freedom, national character, 
national existence. Are we doing all we 
can to meet that crisis if it should arise! 
Three suggestions are made with regard 
to this very question of the taxation of 
food, which ought to bear on the problem 
of national defence. There is the question 
of our food supply in this country in 
time of war, and on that am I bound to say 
that I agree with my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
as to the importance of maintaining 
and relying on our supremacy at sea, 
There is another important consideration 
which has been brought forward with 





some strength in recent years, and that 
is the change in the character of the 
population—the constant movement of 
the country population to the towns, and 
the deterioration in the character and 
the physique of the nation which may be 
caused thereby. In view of our experience, 
I am bound to say that men from the 
country make far more efficient soldiers, 
both in the matter of — and in 
point of greater power of endurance, than 
townsmen, although they may not at 
first be so quick and intelligent. That, 
however, is remedied by a few months in 
the field. It is suggested that by a tax 
upon food we should retain more of the 
— in the country districts. That 

venture to doubt very gravely myself. 
I do not think the farmer would get any 
additional profit as a result of a tax upon 
food in this country, and I doubt if the 
landlord would get any additional rent, 
except in cases where land out of cultiva- 
tion was brought into cultivation. The 
whole increased profit would, I believe, 
be divided among the labourers. But we 
cannot suppose for a moment that the 
working men in the towns will allow their 
wagesto becutdown when the price of their 
food has gone up. So the same thing we 
see now existing will continue to go on— 
the superior attractions of the town will 
still draw the population from the country 
to the town. The question has been raised 
several times in the course of the debate of 
the possibility of a great system of internal 
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trade within the Empire. It seems to 
me that to attain an Empire bound by 
ties of material self interest, as well as 
those which now bind us would be 
be worth the sacrifice of a little portion 
of our present prosperity. Of course 
statesmen should consider whether they 
can carry out such a proposal within a 
reasonable time, and whether the country 
will reap hereafter the benefit of it. If 
one generation can make changes which 
vo result in a system such as prevails 
in America, it might be worth the con- 
sideration of statesmen whether such a 
course would not be most conducive to 
national and Imperial interests. Now 
that the different constituent parts of the 
Empire have been federated on the battle- 
field, might we not try and look at all 
these fiscal questions, and questions of 
Imperial defence, from the point of view 
of the new partners in the firm—with 
the bright eyes of the young nations 
across the seas, and see whether our 
fiscal system might not be re-modelled to 
meet the needs of the younger com- 
munities? When I was a student of 


political economy I was taught that even 


asystem of Protection was sometimes per- 
missible for young nations; and I, 
and those who hold with me, want 
those who adhere strictly to the old 
doctrines to try and look at the new 
condition of affairs with a more open 
mind. I think it would be well worth 
the sacrifice of one or two principles of 
litical economy, and perhaps of some 
ttle volume of prosperity, if we could 
add the ties of mutual self-interest to 
those other ties which bind together all 
parts of the British Empire, the ties 
of patriotism, self sacrifice, a common 
language and a common loyalty. 


*(5.35.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, | P® 


Haggerston): In the speech of the hon. 
Member for the Brightside Division, he 
stated that there was still some lingering 
feeling of admiration on the part of our 
countrymen towards the policy of Free 
My own experience goes to prove 

that it is not a lingering feeling which is 
entertained by our countrymen, but one 
which is strongly held by a large pro- 
— of the people of this country. 
feeling is not one of mere sentiment, 

but arises from far more material con- 
siderations than those referred to by hon. 
Members on the other side of the House. 
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I want to make myself clear, and to 
challenge the opinion, given utterance 
to by the last speaker and others, 
that the country is responsible for 
the late war. This is not the moment 
to do so, but if it was I could 
produce facts and figures which would 
prove conclusively that so far from the 
country having endorsed the war, out of 
the millions of adults in the United 
Kingdom only a very small proportion, 
not more than two and a-half millions, 
gave their assent to the war. But, even 
if a small minority of our countrymen 
were cajoled and hoodwinked by false 
information into a support of the war, 
that would not justify the taxation of the 
food which has to be consumed by every 
man, woman, and child out of the 
forty millions in the United Kingdom. 
I am, unfortunately, old enough to 
remember the later stages of the 
Protectionist period, and I have some- 
times wondered, during these discus- 
sions, at the light heart displayed by 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House, who spoke so loosely in regard 
to the proposal which has been made for 
a return to the system of Protection, and 
to tax the food of the people. Have 
they known anything practically as to the 
operation of Protection? It was my 
unfortunate lot to know a great deal 
about it, and the bitterness of the half- 
starved life of my boyhood has been 
so burnt into my memory that I 
shall never forget it. My mother 
was left with myself and two sisters. 
We had to subsist on 6s. a week. Our 
breakfast consisted of three slices of 
bread and butter, and a cup of weak tea 
without any milk or sugar. For dinner 
we had a few potatoes, which at that 
riod were very dear, because the potato 
crop had failed on account of the potato 
disease, and there was a potato famine. 
With the potatoes one or two red 
herrings, varied with “hard duff,” a 
composition of flour and water, boiled 
in the shape of a pudding, an indi- 
stible compound which filled our bellies 
ut ruined our digestion. For tea we had 
another three slices of bread, and another 
cup of weak tea without any milk orsugar. 
And then my mother had to calculate 
whether it was possible to have anythi 
in the shape of supper for my sisters an 
myself ; but it generally ended in our 
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going to bed supperless. That was the 
miserable lot in which my life was cast ; 
and but for the heroism. of my mother, 
who had the greatest possible dislike of 
getting into debt, there is no saying what 
might have happened to my sisters and 
myself. My lot was typical of the 
condition of thousands of people in 
our country. If it was a solitary 
case, I would not have referred to it; 
but it was characteristic of multitudes 
of people in this country, who even at 
the present day have to go to bed supper- 
less. The result in my own case, has 
been not merely stunted growth, but a 
weak stomach and a lifetime of chronic 
dyspepsia. That also is the condtion 
of millions at the present day. At 
the period to which I am referring 
—the winter of 1848-9 — bread was 
sold at 2s. 8d. per gallon — which 
was the term then used; and the 2lb. 
loaf was sold at 8d. When the repeal 
of the Corn Laws was accomplished— 
probably hastened by the terrible distress 
which then prevailed —the price of a 
gallon of bread was reduced from 2s. 8d. 
to Is., and that has been the average 
price ever since. Bread has therefore 
been brought within the reach of millions 
who had previously been unable to obtain 
it. That alone is sufficient to burn into 
the memories of the people the blessings 
of Free Trade. 

I am, therefore, exceedingly sorry 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has taken the first step in a return 
to the old Protection policy. It 
will astonish some hon. Members if I 
tell them what the kind of food was on 
which the people had then to exist. At 
the trying time to which I refer bread was 
at such a price that it was out of reach 
of the labouring classes of the country. 
The wages of artisans were 14s. or 
15s. a week, and agricultural labourers 
did not get more than 8s. or 9s. But 
that year, in the place where I lived 
there was, fortunately, an abundance of 
sprats, and the bulk of the people for 
several months that winter lived on 
sprats and swede turnips. Those who 
got through that terrible time have 
never forgotten what they had to 
endure in those severe months that 
immediately preceded the repeal of the 
Corn Laws. The hon. Member for South 
Shields said just now, that even now 
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there were a large number of people 
only just above the starvation line, 
Now, I have in the last few days been 
making purchases at the shops in the 
districts in which these people live. I 
have gone among these people. [ 
know some of them in my own con- 
stituency, and many thousands can be 
found in London, dragging out their 
miserable lives in hovels unfit for human 
dwellings. It is natural that Members 
who have been reared in the lap of 
luxury should not have so much 
sympathy as they would have if they 
knew the actual life of the poor. I have 
some articles here which, if hon. 
Members doubt my statement as to the 
kind of food on which these people live, 
I shall be glad to show them. In the 
poorest parts of the Metropolis, before 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer imposed 
an extra duty on tea, two years ago, a 
farthing’s worth of tea, a farthing’s worth 
of sugar. a halfpennyworth of butter, 
and a halfpennyworth of bread could be 
purchased. Since that duty—although 
it was only 2d. on the Ib. — and 
the tax on sugar has been imposed, 
you can only buy a halfpennyworth of 
tea or sugar, so that these poor people 
who have to purchase their food in these 
infinitesimal quantities have to . pay 
double what they paid before. At the 
present moment you can buy in these 
shops a halfpennyworth of tea, sugar, 
margarine, and bread, and a farthing’s 
worth of milk, a commodity which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has not 
yet taxed. That comes to 2}d., and that 
provides a meal, very often the only one 
which many thousands of the poor 
subsist upon day after day. If they can 
afforda bloater or a rasher of bacon they 
regard the meal as almost a banquet. And 
that is the class which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is desirous of sweeping 
into his net by extending the basis of 
taxation. I should like to know how much 
more it is possible to squeeze out of these 

r, miserable creatures. The hon. 
cater: for Central Sheffield received 
with vociferous delight the proposals 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to put a tax upon corn. I have 
sometimes thought I should like 
to make the experiment of making 
the hon. Member, and the right hon. 
Member for the Sleaford Division of 
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Lincolnshire, and the right hon. Member 
for Thanet, who constitute the Protec- 
stionist Triumvirate in this House—— 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: There are 
-a great many others. 


*Mr. GREMER: And compel them for 
three or four weeks to live upon the fare 
upon which these poor people have to 
subsist If that were done, the Protec- 
tionist craze would quickly be knocked 
out of them, and we should hear no more 
of putting this tax upon the people's food. 
It isnot the small amount which is placed 
upon corn by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer: it is a question of what the 
people will have to. pay when it reaches 
their table. I cannot better illustrate the 
mischief that is likely to arise than b 
stating that this tea which is sold by the 
halfpenny for a quarter of an ounce can 
be bought for ls. 4d. a lb. ; but the people 
‘who have to buy it in these small quanti- 
‘ties have to pay double the price, 2s. 8d. 
alb. And that is what is going to 
tesult from the imposition of this tax. It 
is just the same with sugar, cheese, and 
every othercommodity ; the priceis double 
what they would have to pay if they could 
afford to buy by the pound or half 
pound. The loaf which is cut up in 
élices will be cut into smaller slices on 
account of thistax. I admit it ia a small 
tax which the right hon. Gentleman is 
imposing on corn, but I suppose there is 
no Member of this House who does not 
feel that this is the beginning of a very 
bad end. What is to prevent the Chan- 
eéllor of the Exchequer, next year or the 
year after, supposing a dole is required 
for the landlords or the clergy, coming 
down and proposing to increase the 
duty on corn by another ls.? It is 
because we feel it is the beginning 
of a bad end, because we feel we are 
‘on the return road to the state of 
things which I described just now which 
‘¢xisted in my boyhood, that we are de- 
termined to oppose this Bill, even at this 
final stage, and register our protest 
against it. I know itis said that the pro- 
Posed tax is so trifling that it will not 
affect the price of the people’s food ; and 
that, therefore, the opposition we offer to 
this proposal is needless. But when we 
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considerthe many small profits made—the 
profit of the grower, the corn merchant, 
the corn dealer, the miller, the baker, 
and the retailer of the slices of bread— 
all those profits mount up considerably, 
and the poor consumer has to pay ; so 
that it makes the difference to him 
between a half-filled and an empty 
stomach. I have endeavoured to learn 
from these debates who is going to pay, 
and have been unable to do so; but in 
my own mind I am convinced it is the 
consumer who will have to pay. I 
happen to have in my hand—and I 
commend this to the attention of the 
hon. Member for Central Sheffield, be- 
cause it is a faithful picture of things 
which existed in the old Protectionist 
days—a grocery bill, dated 14th of 
April, 1841: 6lbs. of sugar at 84d. per 


Y | lb., 1 lb. of Souchong tea at 5s. 4d., 3 Ibs. 


of soda at 2d., 1 lb. ofloaf sugar at 11d., 
44 lbs. of starch at 7d., and 64 lbs. of soap 
at 7d.—total, 17s. ld. The accuracy of 
this bill I can vouch for, I knew the 
grocer who made it out. I made a cal- 
culation of what the same articles would 
cost after fifty years of Free Trade, and 
found that you could purchase the 
same kind of commodities for 5s, 8d. 
| 11s. 7d., therefore, has been saved by 
'the adoption of the Free Trade policy. 
| Yet that is the state of things to 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposes to return by the imposition of 
this corn tax, and the increased duty on 
tea and sugar. It is very easy for an 
hon. Member to get up as the hon. 
Member for Central Sheffield did just 
now, and say he is absolutely certain 
that this proposed tax is popular through- 
out the country. Icanonlysaythatamong 
the people whom I represent, the majority 
of whom are working men, he could not 
find one, Liberal or Tory, who is in 
favour of this tax which it is proposed 
to put upon their food. We have been 
so accustomed to talk of millions, that 
we cannot understand and realise the 
difference that farthings make in the 
poor man’s budget. I do not know 
what is the use of talking about 





broadening the basis of taxation, be 


cause it is quite clear that these 
poor creatures, who are to be found 
in millions throughout the United King- 
dom, are quite unable to contribute any- 


thing more to the upkeep of the country. 
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If the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
taken the means I am going to refer to 
to raise money, his proposal would 
have been as popular as this tax is 
unpopular. I think, however, he might 
have rendered unnecessary any increase 
of taxation by a rigid economy in those 
departments over which he has control, 
instead of which we have been lavish 
and wasteful in our expenditure on the 
late war, which I always regarded as 
unnec and infamous. Not only so, 
but the right hon. Gentleman might have 
curtailed the expenditure of the country, 
and refused to grant the money which 
the House gave not long ago to the land- 
lords and the clergy in the shape of 
doles. If we had saved that expendi- 
ture new taxes might have been avoided. 
Or he might have taxed the unearned 
increment. I suppose most Members 
havetried toestimate theamount thatcould 
be drawn into the purse of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, if unearned increments 
were taxed. I can give one example, and 
the House will see the advantage that 
could be gained. The value of that 

rtion of London extending from Charin 

ross to Blackfriars Bridge Street, an 
back again to this building has been 
increased, since the Embankment has 
been constructed, by 50 or 60 per cent. 
There is a splendid opportunity for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. That is 
going on in every big town all over the 
country. The public make improve- 
ments, and the landlords pocket the 
profits. That is a source the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer might have tapped, 
and it weal have been extremely 
popular. He might also have obtained 
sufficient for his purpose from a graduated 
income tax, or by taxing mining royalties 
or doubling the public house licences. 
Although that would have been unpopular 
with the publicans and sinners, it would 
have been a great advantage to the 
country. But then the liquor Party 
supports the present Government, so 
the interest of that Party is considered 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
too sacred to be interfered with. He 
might also have increased the duty on 
spirits, which are not a necessity of 
life, or taxed ground rents, which 
would be very popular among the masses 
of the people. Instead of doing any 
of these things the Chancellor of the 
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evil genius has left the path of Free 
Trade which we believed he was treading, 
and has begun this return to the old Pro- 
tection duties by imposing a tax on the 
staff of life. Even at this late I feel it. 
my duty, as representing a number of the 
poorest classes, to register an emphatic: 
rotest against the proposals of the. 
hancellor of the Exchequer. 


*(6.12.) SmR M. HICKS BEACH: The 
debate has been rather discursive, and 
the hon. Member who has just sat down 
has provided me with various alternatives. 
to the proposals in the Budget. It has 
been exceptional in another way, be- 
cause we have had from my hon 
friend the Member for the Bright- 
side Division of Sheffield and from my 
hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for the Central Division of Sheffield an 
absolutely new commercial policy entirely 
at variance with the Budget of the 
present year. I still believe in Free 
Trade. I have been denounced some- 
what in the style of a prosecuting 
counsel at the Old Bailey by the hon. 
and learned Member for South Shields. 
on account of what he considers are 
my Protectionist principles; but I 
confess that I sympathise on questions 
of this kind with some words addressed 
to the House the other day by the right 
hon. Member for Montrose. The right. 
hon. Gentleman said that he was nut 
a hardened and convicted political 
economist, and that he would not lay 
down any proposition which would 
apply to all communities at all times 
and stages of their history. I think 
that was a wise view. I have never 
believed, for example, that the United 


Australasia, of almost illimitable extent 
and variety of resources and climate, 
might not prosper exceedingly under 
the policy of protection. As a matter 
of fact, the United States has done 50. 
But, when I come to what is my chief 
concern and look at the circumstances 
of the country in which we live, ! 
believe that the adoption of Pro 
tection in the United Kingdom would 
be the beginning of the gravest 

and fiscal danger. When my hon 
friend the Member for the Brightside 
Division of Sheffield so boldly and s® 
ably put forward his views on. that 





Exchequer, inspired, [am afraid, by some 
Mr. Cremer. 





States, or a country like Canada or , 
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subject, I think that he suggested them to 
the House rather in order to benefit our 
producers than as a means of raising 
revenue. My hon. friend boldly avowed 
that he desired to diminish our foreign 
imports. To him it is a very sad thing 
that year by year there should be a 
great disparity between our exports and 
imports, and that the imports of this 
country should increase. He told 
us that our trade is diminishing, 
and he desires to initiate a policy of 
retaliation upon foreign countries to keep 
out their goods for the benefit of our 
own manufacturers. He considers that 
we are losing wealth year by year 
owing to the working of our present 
fiscal system. For an answer in a single 
sentence, I refer my hon. friend to the 
wth of the income tax returns, to the 
thy of the deposits in the savings 
, to the proof we may see all around 

us of the improved condition of every 
class in the country. And when he 
asks me to change the policy of this 
country—seeing all I see in this matter 
—from Free Trade to Protection, I can 
only say that that is not the policy which 
to my mind this countr ad to adopt. 
But my hon. friend did not deal with 
one of the — objections to his own 
scheme. He wants to impose duties of 
considerable amount—because his idea is 
that they should be protective—upon all 
foreign manufactured goods, but he did 
not suggest what manufactured goods are. 
If anybody looks through the list of our 
imports and exports and can draw the 





between raw materials and manu- 
factured goods he is a much cleverer man | 


thanI am. To take one article alone— | h 


lather—we import about £9,000,000 
worth a year of leather, and I should like 
to know whether leather is a raw 
material or a manufactured article. So 
you might go through all the list of 
imports, and you would find that 
almost every import, beginning with 
indisputably raw materials like cotton, 
wool, or iron-ore, and going on to 
atticles which are nearly finished, is the 
law material of some industry in this 
country. 


But if my hon. friends- the Members 
for Sheffield take a different view on this 
Matter to the view which is entertained 
by the Government, I am bound to say 
We have had a considerable variety of 
Opinion exhibited also on the other side 
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of the House between the back Benches 
and the Front Opposition Bench. I was 
much interested in certain es of 
the speech of the hon. Member for 
West Islington, who opened the debate. 
The hon. Member speaks often on fiscal 
questions. I thought he was about to 
attack me on the Budget, but for once in 
a way he changed his mind, and devoted! 
his attention to the right hon. Genitle- 
men below him. He denounced the vight 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
for approving the cheque tax. He said: 
the right hon. Gentleman was not a man 
of business, but was a mere literary 
person who had no right to interfere in: 
this matter. Then he fell foul of the- 
hon. Member for Poplar, who is the real 
author of the corn duty, because that 
hon. Member was good enough to support 
me in resisting the hon. Baronet the 
Member for South Somerset in attempting: 
to abolish entirely the tax upon offals. 
But that was not all. have been 
denounced a good deal for continuing 
to impose taxation under this Budget 
in spite of the termination of the 
war. I was delighted to hear from 
the hon. Baronet the Member for North 
Norfolk that, in his opinion, it wouldi 
have been a ssly immoral act to- 
reduce taxation in present circumstances.. 
I am obliged to the hon. Member for 
that candid expression of opinion, but I 
do not think it is quite reconcilable with 
some of the opinions which have beem 
delivered from the Front Opposition 
Bench. This, however, I have noticed 
throughout this debate — that there 
is a feeling in the House very much 
of the kind which the hon. Member 
as expressed. I believe that the 
House is convinced that we ought to- 
continue taxation under existing circum- 
stances, and that the sole objection really 
to this Budget is to one particular tax 
which it imposes, viz. the corn duty. 
I will attempt to deal with that = 
in the spirit of the hon. Member for West. 
Islington, who advised his leaders to 
avoid high principles in this matter, to 
go in for expediency, and not to argue 
upon a shifting foundation. I think 
some of the arguments which have been 
addressed to us today have, in spite of 
the advice of the hon. Member, been. 
based on rather shifting foundations. 
The hon. Member who has just sat down 
favoured us with a very interesting de- 
scription of the hardships of his child- 
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hood. Under this tax? Oh, no, Sir; 
under the old Corn Laws, when Protec- 
tion was the law of the land, when not 
-only corn but many other articles, which 
are now absolutely free from taxation, 
were heavily taxed, and he brought all 
these things forward as if he ‘way be- 
lieved that by imposing this corn duty 
we were reverting to the old system. 
“Then the hon. and learned Member for 
‘South Shields referred to the well-known 
words of Sir R. Peel on quitting office, 
-and contrasted what he thought would be 
my record as having imposed this tax with 
the blessings lavished on Sir R. Peel, b 
the poor whose food he had cheapened. 
But he forgot that, at the very moment 
when Sir R. Peel spoke those words, he 
had imposed the very tax I now propose; 
and yet the hon. and learned Gentleman 
accuses me of inhumanity in proposing 
it. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen thought 
it necessary again to reiterate the old 
-arguments—how this corn duty would 
press on the poor, what a terrible 
thing it would be for the widow and the 
-orphan, and how it was worse than the 
poll tax of Richard II., which provoked 
a revolution. I was impressed by these 
prophecies until I came to the termina- 
tion of the argument of the right hon. 
‘Gentleman, when he said the tax would 
inflict no great present hardship upon the 
people. And the hon. Member for Isling- 
ton, whom I really begin to look upon 
as an authority, clinched this by remind- 
ing the House that, after all, poverty 
and starvation have largely diminished 
in this country in recent years, and 
practically admitted that there was no force 

whatever in all this talk about the hard- 
-ship on the poor and the return to Pro- 
tection. For what did hesay ? He advised 
his leaders that the tax was not open to 
the same objections as the old Corn Laws, 
and that the loaf may be nosmaller, and 
cannot be much smaller, under the tax 
than it was before. Sir, there is an end 
-of the whole matter of the hardship on 
the poor. 

Now I come to the Protective part of 
the Question. There, again, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen admitted that if it was Protective 
it was infinitesimally Protective. But to 
the right hon. Gentleman even this is 
terrible, because it is the “ first step” to 
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Protection. Well, a tax that does not 
practically protect is no Protective tax at 
all. If anybody could show for a 
moment that when this tax previously 
existed it was practically Protective, if 
any body had shown that it had increased 
the price of corn, that it stimulated the 
roduction of corn in this country, and 
ept out foreign corn from the United 
Kingdom—if anybody could have shown 
one single tittle of these things, he would 
have adduced some argument against 
its imposition. But, throughout these 
debates, not a single attempt has been 
made on the other side of the House to 
prove that anything of this kind occurred 
during the whole twenty years that the 
duty existed. I am told I have madea 
new departure, that this year we are 
taking a step that is to reverse our fiscal 
policy in the future, and to change the 
policy of the country from Free Trade to 
Protection. I cannot understand the 
alarm prevailing on the Benches opposite, 
If there was anything of the kind being 
done, do they suppose that the country 
would be in a quiescent state in regard to 
this duty? Do they suppose that — 
our debates those benches opposite wo 


have been as thinly manned as they have 


been? Do they suppose there would 
have been the lack of interest in the 
whole matter which has been displayed 
by the Press of the country at large? 
No, Sir, not a bit of it. The fact is there 
has been an attempted agitation, which 
has failed. [Opposition cries of “ Bury,” 
and Sir Howarp VINCENT: “‘ Woolwich.”} 
I do not knowif, or how far, this duty in- 
fluenced the Bury election; but I do 
know this, that a very short time before 
that election my noble friend who sits 
behind me, professing himself to be 4 
supporter of the corn duty, was returned 
by a greater working-class constituency 
than Bury—the constituency of Wool 
wich—without a single opponent ven- 
turing to come against him. I think 
we may well put one against the other 
if you talk about the opinion of the 
electors. I put that aside altogether, 
and what I ask the House is this— 
whether there is any truth in this talk 
of “reaction” and “new departure”! 
There is no truth, I venture to say, @ 
any suggestion that this Bill is 
change to Protection from Free Trade 
There has been a new departure, and I 











SSSPSPESSSSSSSRRE SH Ese EE ESSE SSR EREE HS & 


took it last year. Why did I take it? 
T told the House inly last year, 
and I have told them plainly again 
this year, that to my mind it was 
necessary to increase the heads of our 
indirect taxation, that the ordinary 
diture of the country, besides the 
ost of the war, had grown so enormously 
that it was impossible, with any fairness 
in our system of taxation, to limit the 
indirect taxes of the country to as 
few heads as those which existed before 
last year. I took a new departure last 
, when I added sugar and coal to the 
of those articles from which we draw 
wr indirect taxation. I have but 
continued this policy in the present 
year. I know that it isa policy which 
isnot agreeable to hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, many of whom, I 
e, would desire that no duties on 
atticles of this kind should be levied at 
al. They talk about the effect which 
duties of this sort have on the poorest of 
the poor. Why, you cannot have 
any indirect tax which will be worth 
ing which will not be paid even 
by the poorest of the poor; and this 
is true of every indirect tax, including 
those on tobacco or alcohol. I got a 
pamphlet only yesterday from the 
Financial Reform Association, which 
advocated the repeal of all Customs and 
Exeise duties in the country. Well, 
that is a policy to which Iam utterly 
. Ido not believe it is fair or just, 
and I believe if you attempted to persist 
init, with our present expenditure, you 
would simply ruin the financial system 
this country. Therefore it is that I 
laye proposed the present duty on corn, 
which has been attacked as bitterly, and 
Ithink as unfairly, as the export duty 
m coal was attacked last year. But Iam 
@nvinced of this, that the attack on it 
lis failed, and I believe that as soon as 
nt has passed this duty into 
kwthe agitation will absolutely cease, 
aid that no long time will pass before it 
wil be generally recognised that this 
duty, easily collected, and yielding largely 
tothe revenue, inflicts no injury what- 
tver on the mags of the people. 


34.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
mmouthshire, W.): I do not rise 


the purpose of prolonging the 
on matters which have been 
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largely discussed during the last few 
weeks ; I only desire to state the 
reasons why, at this final stage of the 
Bill, I for one enter my protest against it. 
The right hon. Gentleman has said quite 
truly that the main objection is to the 
corn duty, and I ventured at an earlier 
stage to submit to the House an amend- 
ment directly aimed at the tax. The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that this 
tax is only part ofa plan for broadening 
the basis of taxation which has become 
necessary in consequence of the great ex- 
penditure of this country. But, in my 
opinion, that is not a correct description 
of this tax, which does not resemble the 
export duty on coal or the tax upon sugar. 
Sugar is an article not produced in this 
country. Those two duties have nothin 
of a Protective character about them, an 
all the money produced by them goes to 
the Exchequer. In the present case it is 
perfectly certain that the rise in the price 
of corn necessarily followed from the 
ere of the tax; you cannot add a 
shilling in this way without raising the 
price of the commodity, and that applies 
to the corn grown in this country as well 
as to that imported from abroad. It. is 
this that distinguishes this tax from any 
other tax which at present exists in this 
country. 

It is perfectly idle to say that this tax 
is not Protective in its character and es- 
sence when it raises the price of the home- 

wn commodity as well as the imported. 

t may be Protective in a small degree or 
in a large degree, but it is Protective. 
How can the right hon. Gentlemen doubt 
it after the debates which he has heard in 
this House, in which the Protectionists 
have expressed their delight and the Free 
Traders their alarm? He must be aware 
that he has set the heather on fire. This 
tax re-opens a question which we all be- 
lieved was closed, and ought to have been 
closed, in this country. There are persons, 
who are less ardent Free Traders than the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who, we 
believe and fear, will take advantage of 
this tax in order to promote the principle 
of which it contains the poisonous leaven. 
I have not yet arrived at the conclusion 
that in administering finance in this coun- 
try you should not allow yourself to be 
governed by principles ; I remember that 
those great reformers, Adam Smith and 





Mr. Cobden, were actuated by principles. 
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I observed that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer very carefully avoided matters 
that were raised by my right hon. friend 
the Member for South Aberdeen. This new 
departure raises a number of dangerous 
questions with regard to our foreign trade, 
and it has raised the very embarrassi 
question of preferential treatment wit: 

to the colonies, and with regard 
particularly to Canada, where the produc- 
tion of corn is so great. There are special 
reasons why this ought not to have been 
done at this particular time. You knew 
perfectly well that you were going to 
discuss your commercial relations with the 
Colonies, and you chose this moment for 
imposing a tax which places you in a very 
disadvantageous position in conducting 
your conference. 


As far as I am concerned, Sir, I con- 
demn this Budget on the ground that 
in order to raise a comparatively small 
sum of money it has raised a number of 
collateral fiscal questions which are most 
injurious to the commercial prosperity of 
the country. At this moment fT scadien and 
I know that I shall be called a imist 
when I say it, that I believe that the 
financial position of this country is very 
grave. The liabilities that you have 
incurred in the war in South Africa are 
enormous, far greater than have ever been 
ineurred during similar periods in this 
country. The mere interest on the debt 
will correspond, I think, to something like 
2d. on the income tax. You will have to 
discharge that burden due to the debt, and 
that is a very serious item in our expendi- 
ture. But, Sir, there is a great deal more. 
There are the prospects of the immense 
taxation which the country is now bearing. 
What are these prospects ? The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the other day expressed a 
sentiment to which I desire to give my 
entire accord. He said that the really 
formidable and vexing financial problem of 
the day is the spirit of levity with which 
the h taxation and the increasing 
expenditure of the country is generally 

ed, a spirit of levity which I am 
sure the right hon. Gentleman does not 
share. I am sorry to hear it said in very 
high quarters what does it signify whether 
you spend hundreds of millions and incur 
this enormous debt! It signifies very much, 
and I am perfectly certain that anybody 
who has studied this question ae who 
knows the real condition of things as 
regards the resources of the country, knows 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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that there has been put upon them a 
heavy strain ; and | think we should be 
utterly unworthy of the example of those 
who have gone before us if, now that the 
era of peace has dawned, we did not make 
some effort to reduce the expenditure of 
the country. The disposition seems to be 
on the other side, and to increase it ip 
every respect, and it is that state of feel- 
ing which, to my mind, constitutes the real 
vity of the situation. Again, it is not 
y taxes of this kind that you are likely 
to meet the ition in which you find 
yourselves. You have had a vast expendi- 
ture on the war. You have before you, 
in South Africa, and perhaps elsewhere, 
the gs, of a great outlay in time of 
peace. amount is at present very 
vague, but it is certain to be very 
You cannot measure what calls may 
made upon you in the settlement of South 
Africa. These are things which, in my 
opinion, ought to be regarded in a far 
more serious spirit by the country and 
by the House than I see exhibited 
at this moment. I see demands from 
every quarter for additional expen- 
diture not resisted or checked in this 
House. If that is to be the peace policy 
of this country, how are you ever to 
maintain under it that prosperity, and 
the content of the people founded upon 
that prosperity, which we now possess 
as the result of sound commercial and 
sound fiscal principles ? I may be jeered 
at as one who is wearing ancient phylac- 
teries and following outworn shibboleths; 
but I cannot forget that within my own 
life time these shibboleths have produced 
the present financial position of the 
country. They have also enabled you 
to raise the revenue necessary to carry 
you through the late war. Therefore 
I, for one, am not disposed to unlearn 
these shibboleths ; and it is because | see 
in it the germs of a departure from the 
sound fiscal principles of the past that I 
must enter my final protest at this las 
stage of the Bill. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I shall 
not attempt to do more than in & 
few words answer the challenge which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
thrown out manytimes during the debates 
on the Budget. The right hon. Gentle 
man has asked whether is any reason 
why a tax upon corn which was allowed 
to continue by Mr. Gladstone and Sit 
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Robert Peel should not be repeated now. 
That is a very fair question. The great 
difference now depends on the sources of 
our supply of corn. At the time when 
Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Gladstone 
allowed the tax to continue, three-fourths 
af our total supply of corn was grown in 
this country, but now only one-fourth 
is grown in this country. I think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will allow 
that that makes a considerable difference. 
The price of a commodity is chiefly 
determined by the source of its largest 
. Therefore the action of Sir 
Robert Peel and Mr. Gladstone in allow- 
ing the tax to continue did not affect 
the price of corn because anyone think- 
ing of sending corn to this country had 
toconsider whether he could afford to 
y the registration duty when it came 
and compete with the producers of 
the large amount of corn grown in this 
country. He had to pay that duty and 
ing his one-fourth into competition 
with the three-fourths grown in the 
country. Now the case is quite 
diferent and I hope hon. Members 
malise the extreme gravity of the 
change. Everyone has acknowledged 
during the debate that the farmers 
wil get the advantage. They will get 
the advantage because the price of their 
oefourth will be determined by the 
price of the three-fourths imported from 
abroad. 


*(6.55.) Mn. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
): When the Chancellor of the 
equer brought forward the Budget 
datement two months ago, this country 
was involved in a long and costly war 
which was seemingly interminable. Now 
that peace has been happily restored, it 
may be well to recall that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire has spoken in a dismal 
way of the prospect of securing revenue 
from the Transvaal, and of the enormous 
ost of maintaining a force there. I 
think the splendid way in which the 
terms of peace have been accepted by 
people who acknowledge that they have 
been beaten, may be taken as an indica- 
tion that they will be good, peaceable, 
and law-abiding citizens. I came down 
tothe House expecting when the news 
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of peace was announced that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would bring for- 
ward an amended Budget, but what is 
the case? The whole of the proposals 
have been maintained. I should like to 
call the attention of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to the coal tax. The 
right hon. Gentleman endeavoured to 
convince us that the coal tax would be 
paid by the foreigner. He now argues 
that the corn tax will be paid by the 
foreigner. He cannot be right in both 
arguments. I differed from him as to 
the coal tax having to be paid at home, 
and I should rather think that it 
would have been more appropriate if he 
had taken the view that the corn tax 
would not be an infliction on the people 
of this country, and that the price of 
grain would not be added to. The coal 
tax has been put on in the most unjust 
way. Instead of being an ad valorem 
tax, which would affect all the exporting 
centres of the kingdom equally, it is at 
a fixed rate, and the consequence is that 
in Scotland we are paying exactly double 
the tax that the Welsh coal trade is pay- 
ing. I think that is a question which the 
right hon. Gentleman promised to give 
his attention to last year, but we have 
no signs of any alteration of the coal 
tax now. He has given relief to patent 
fuel in Wales, but he refuses to extend 
that privilege to Scotland. We pro- 
duce from the mines in Scotland 
for export an article which we call 
**doubles” or “trebles.” That article 
which was formerly worthless is now 
treated by machinery which was erected 
at considerable cost. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would not consider the 
effect of the tax on that article. He 
would not receive a deputation so that 
the point might have been argued and 
threshed out. It is for these reasons that 
at this final stage of the Bill I protest 
against the proposed taxation, which I 
maintain ought to have been put on the 
Transvaal. It is proposed to put a palt 
gold tax of 10 per cent. on the Trsiavaal, 
which will only yield £450,000 per annum. 
The best practical authorities in the 
Transvaal state that a saving of £5,000,000 
will accrue annually to the capitalists who 
own the mines. y is it that we do 
ade ad from the pp ete of the 
chequer now in re to his proposals 

for the taxation of the Transvaal { The 
right hon. Gentleman put them off before 
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because peace was not restored. Now 
that the war is at an end we ought to be 
told what taxation is to be put on the 
Transvaal. It is for the reasons given 
that I object to the taxes put upon the 
country and that I shall vote against 
them. 


Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe): I should not have interfered in 
this debate, but for the speeches delivered 
by the hon. Members for the Brightside 
and the Central Divisions of Sheffield. The 
hon. Member for the Brightside Division 
has appeared as a full blown Protectionist. 
I am sure that the hon. Member for the 
Central Division of Sheffield must have 
been exceedingly pleased with the admir- 
able speech in which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer demolished in such a clear and 
uncompromising manner, the fallacies of 
the hon. Member for Brightside. We 
have only had one large public meeting in 
Sheftield to protest against the corn tax, 
and it was held in the largest public hall 
of the hon. Member’s division. At that 
meeting the tax was condemned in the 
most emphatic manner by the working 
classes of Sheffield. I am exceedingly 
pleased that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer gave in such clear and unmistak- 
able language, his own views and _ those 
of the Government on this question of 
Protection. I want the House to dis- 
tinctly understand that the views 

romulgated by the hon. Members for the 
Central Division and the Brightside 
Division are not the views held by the 
intelligent merchants of Sheffield ; and I 
gs against the good name of Sheffield 
ing mixed up with such miserable trash 
as we have heard from these hon. Mem- 
bers. But I would remind the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that he would get no 
titude from the working classes of 
sheffield for the taxes he has imposed dur- 
ing the last four or five years—the tax 
on tobacco, on tea, on sugar, and coal, and 
now on the bread loaf. I know that is 
done in order to broaden the basis of 


taxation, but the voice of the working 

ople of Sheffield will ultimately be 
eard in condemnation of a broadening 
of the basis of taxation which touches 
their interests and their daily life. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
I do not think it is necessary for me to 
make any apology for ehenton the 
House even at this late hour. My first 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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remark is that of astonishment at the 
manifestation of indifference as to dis- 
cussion on this question, for if the corm 
tax presses on any class, and if the 
Chancellor of the Ae Bam A interferes with 
the interest and best welfare of any part. 
of the community, it is the working class. 
portion of it. The right hon. Gentleman, 
will forgive me when because it is 
exactly what I feel—that I was surprised 
at the apologies he made for the situation 
in which he finds himself. He com- 
menced by saying that he is still, and 
always will be, a Free Trader; but the 
tongue is an instrument by which you can 
play any tune you please. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is a very good player on 
that instrument. What single indication 
has he ever given, since he assumed the 
office he holds, that he is a Free Trader? 
As I understand it, the real essence of 
Free Trade is the Gladstonian policy of 
removing taxation from the necessaries of 
life that are imported into this country 
for the welfare of the industrial com- 
munity. Wherein, therefore, I ask, has 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer shown 
that he is a Free Trader ? Who is it who 
put on the tax on coal, who increased the 
price of sugar onthe working classes! 
Whoisit who hasnowpleased thered school 
of Protection—the hon. Member forCentral. 
Sheffield and the right hon. Members for 
Sleaford and Thanet ? It is said that the 
people of this country are quiescent, and 
are receiving this attempt to introduce 
Protection in a very quiet spirit. Do 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
desire that there should be riots? Do 
they want the people to march from the 
North to London in large masses—a 
huge deluge causing destruction? Do 
they want tosee this House beseiged! 
[Cries of ‘No, no.”] If that is what they 
require they can see it next 

[Cries of “‘Oh, oh.”] I know what I am 
saying. [Cries of “ Divide.”] Hon 
Gentlemen opposite may cry ‘“ Divide” 
as long as they like, but when I get on 
my feet I stand until I have said my 
say. When it is said that the people do 
not complain of this tax, I would pit my 
experience against that of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer or the hon. Member for 
the Central Division of Sheffield, and 1 
maintain that there is in this country 


from the north to the south a demur,_ 


quiet it may be, but strong in its force 
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and volume, against this tax. I have export of coal from Durham alone of a. 


attended many meetings at which 
resolutions have been passed against 
this corn tax, and only last Saturday I 
was at a very large gathering in Sun- 
derland which emphatically condemned 
the tax. I know the people of the 


North of England. It may be that we | 


are less loyal to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer than in some parts of the 
south; it may be that.we are a crooked 
and stiff-necked generation, and that we 
require to be punished in a special sense ; 
but I maintain that there is a general 

st in the country against the im- 
position of this tax. 


I joined issue with the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in the debates last 
year in regard to the coal tax, and I do 
it again now. Additional experience 
has not altered my views. The Chan- 
céllor of the Exchequer imposed the 
wal tax without obtaining that know- 
ledge of its probable effect, which he 
ought to have had, when the employ- 
ment and the wages of the people were 
at stake. We were told that the miners 
were earning large wages, and that the 
wal owners were making large profits. 
As the secretary of one of the largest 
organisations in the country, I can say 
that since the coal tax was imposed, the 
men I represent have suffered to the 
extent of 20 per cent. in their wages. 
Is that a light matter? Is that some- 
thing to be proud of? Is it the work 
of statesmen to bring about a reduction 
a wages? I tell the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that the wages of the Dur- 
ham ‘miners would have been reduced 
wil further by 1} per cent., had 
it not been that the employers 
amd workmen agreed to refer the ques- 
tion as to who should bear the incidence 
this tax for the next three months to 
minquiry. Wages are not the most 
esential element in this discussion. It 
is the employment of the men. Wages 
may fall, and the men may suffer to a 
great certain extent, but if you put 
men out of employment altogether you 
deprive them and their families of the 
means of livelihood. I know many 
hundreds of men who are being paid 
ls. a week by our organisation be 
cause they cannot get employment on 
count of the imposition of this tax. 


million tons, and that means that em- 
ployment has been taken from 600 or 
700 men. As to the corn tax, there are 
two ways of viewing it, the one right 
and the other wrong; the one looking 
up, and the other looking down. My 
hon. friend the Member for Haggerston. 
gave the House this afternoon an object 
lesson by his graphic description of his 
own childhood, and of the effect of 
Protection in increasing the prices of 
the necessary food which had to be 
bought in small quantities for the support 
of the families of the working classes. 
He has placed before the Committee 
this fact—that to those people who buy 
by the halfpenny worth the price has 
gone up 100 per cent. There are two- 
views which we can take of this tax. 
One is the view downward, and the other 
the view upward. I can remember when 
flour was 4s. 6d. a stone in this country, 
and I can remember the hard times in 
| my own life, but I am going to say this. 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. In 
|my opinion, even this tax, which he 
touches in so light and airy a manner, 


‘he has made with more faith, if he be- 


a Free Trader, than he otherwise would. 

But is it more difficult for him now to- 
make an attack on other sources of 

revenue than it was before he placed 

this 5d. oncorn? Ofcourse it is, because 

he would have to return that before he - 
started anything else. Therefore, his 

task would be very much heavier than it 

was. The noble Lord the Member for 

Greenwich treated us to an expression of 

his views in this matter. He said that 

if the bread of the people was taxed they 

could drink whiskey. I quote from the 

Morning Post— 








“Tt was within the eee of every taxpayer to 
throw the burden of taxation on that part of 
his expenditure which he valued least. Toa 
man who consumed both bread and spirits it 
did not matter which you taxed, but if spirits 
alone were taxed a man would save on bread 
and spend more on spirits, and vice versa.” 


[Cries of “No, no!”] Is that what 
the noble Lord said? Am I right 
in my quotation? IlfI am not, I 
have another, because there has been 
some dispute as to what the noble 
Lord did say. Mr. Speaker, there is a 


school in which statesmen would do well 





There has -been a restriction in the 


to serve their apprenticeship. It is the 
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school of poverty, an experience of the 
darkened homes of many of our people ; 
.and I think a question like this might 
be very useful if candidates for high 
office had to pass an examination as to 
stheir qualifications: “‘Do you know as 
much as you should about oe the poor 
‘live in this highly civilised country ?” 

Cries of “Divide.”] I hope hon. 

embers will give me this credit. I have 
always treated this institution, and every 
‘member of it, with deference and 
-courtesy, but I think many of us could 
sketch out a scientific frontier with 
greater ease than many of us could 
depict the real life of the people of this 
great city. The Secretary to the 


“Treasury, speaking of indirect taxation, 
said— 


“Tt is, of course, easy to bring forward in- 
vvidual cases of hardship.” 


This would be a happy country if we 
had to depend on “individual cases,” 
but there are whole classes affected. 
Do hon. Gentlemen understand, do 
they know that 15s. a week would 
be a fabulous weekly wage to many 
and many a family? A noble Lord in 
-another place said he knew there were 
thousands of agricultural labourers to 
whom 14s. a week would be a fortune. 
Are those “individual cases”? Are they 
to have the price of their bread increased 
even by the shadow of an impingement ? 
Does any hon. Gentleman know the 
anxiety of a working man and his wife 
to e both ends meet? I think the 
shadow of poverty and hunger should be 
kept from these es rather more than 
it is. And on behalf of these people I 
speak today, and I say there are other 
sources of revenue that should be taxed 
before the bread of these people. There 
is not a man on this side of the House 
who would not marshal himself behind 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer if the 
right hon. Gentleman would make the 
wealth of thecountry the real basison which 
ito place taxation, as he ought todo. The 
Secretary to the Treasury, when he made 
the remark I have read, said he was not 
in favour of taking off indirect taxation 
-and placing it on direct taxation. I 
ron now with the voice of Birmingham. 

have said that I, like others, eome from 
.@ rude, unlettered school. We are the 
rude Othellos of debate, and we tell a 
~ “ round, unvarnished tale.” I will read my 


Mr. John Wilsson, 
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authority on direct and indirect taxation 
and the Secretary to the Treasury will 
not question my authority— 


**He had the curiosity to take account of 
the total consumption and the taxation of the 
articles consumed by those people, and he 
found that the taxation payable on the articles 
they consumed amounted to 74 per cent. of 
the total wages of the twenty-four families 
that formed the whele population of that 
village. I have been trying to make a 
contrast, and in order not to give offence to 
anybody else I have taken my own case. [ 
find it rather difficult to estimate exactly 
what I pay, because a good deal of the 
taxation is skilfully hidden, and it is difficult 
to follow it out; but I have come to the 
conclusion that I certainly do not pay more 
than 6 per cent. of my total income, and I do 
not believe I pay as much. You see that I 
who, at all events, by comparison with those 
poor; people, am a rich man, who have got 
a good deal more than the minimum of 
subsistence, who am able to indulge in luxuries, 
who, as the Tories are constantly telling you, 
even wear a flower in my button-hole—I, who 
have all these advantages, pay 14 per cent. 
less than is extracted from the scanty earnings 
of those poor peasants of Northamptonshire, 
whose average earnings are only 16s. per week, 
I say that is unfair, and I say the sooner it is 
altered the better. If Parliament would 
support the Chancellor of the Exchequer, if 
they would give him leave to equalise the 
duties payable on land and on_ personal 
property when those pass on death and 
inheritance, and if in addition they wou 
consent to impose a higher tax upon incomes 
exceeding a certain amount, I believe Mr. 
Childers would be able at once to remedy this 
injustice and to give a free breakfast table 
tomorrow, and to enable you, perhaps, in 
addition, to double and treble the currants 
and raisins that you put in your Christmas 
puddings.” 


I do not know whether the authority who 
uttered these wordsat Birmingham in 1885 
still holds those views or not, but he hasnot 
expressed them here. I will conclude by 
a proposition I put before the House ; one 
is that the taxation of the land should 
fall on those best able to bear it. I do 
not think a man with 16s. a week should 
bear taxation at all. The words uttered in 
Birmingham in 1885 that this com- 
paratively rich man, the leader of the 
spoliation party, was paying 1} per cent. 
less, are as true now as they were when 
they were uttered. 


(7.26.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 286 ; Noes, 
181. (Division List No. 247), 
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Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


ILLNESS OF THE KING. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is irregular, 
but I think the House will forgive me 
if] read the bulletin which has just been 
conveyed to me— 

“The King has passed a comfortable day. 


He is free from pain. Progress satisfactory, 
and his symptoms occasion no special anxiety.” 


The sitting was suspended at a quarter 
toeight o'clock. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed [17th 
June] on consideration of the Bill, as 
amended (by the Standing Committee), 
vhich Amendment was: In page 4, line 
1l,to leave out Clause 9.—(Mr. Harwood.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words of the clause to the end of line 
% stand part of the Bill.” 


(0.) Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liver- 
wol, Scotland) said he was prepared 
% relinquish his right to speak on 
thismatter if the Home Secretary would 
ke a reasonable view with regard to 
his Bill. He understood, however, that 
te tight hon. Gentleman was deter- 
tined to pursue his rash and foolish 
urse of action, and he therefore desired 
‘state his reasons for thinking that the 

ment was one deserving of the 
“pport of the majority of the House. 
Nodoubt his observations would prove 
distasteful to the two extreme 





sections of the House—to those in 
favour of what he might call coercive 
temperance legislation and to those who 
were against any interference of any 
kind whatever with the drink traffic. 
The House was rather too much in the 
habit of taking the extreme views of 

litical partisans as the basis of legis- 

tion, and such a policy was particu- 
larly dangerous in regard to legislation 
affecting the social habits of the people. 
He would like to utter one word of 
warning on this subject. The views of 
the teetotal party and the views of the 
drink trade—two extreme parties which 
sometimes joined in what he might with- 
out disrespect call a somewhat unholy 
alliance—were not alone entitled to 
consideration. Not very long since, a 
Bill passed through all its stages in the 
House relating to his own country, for 
the purpose of preventing the grant of 
further licences for a period of five years. 
He did not oppose that Bill, because 
nearly all the Members of his Party were 
in favour of it, but still he held that it 
was a measure entirely hostile to the 
public interest, because it further estab- 
lished an already existing menopoly to 
the detriment of the interests of the 
public. The clause they had now before 
them was another instance of that 
unholy alliance between the extreme 
partisans on both sides, It was too 
often imagined that only two interests 
were concerned in this question—the 
trade on the one side and the teetotal 
interest on the other. There was, how- 
ever, a third party, and that was the 
public, whose interests ought to have 
reater weight with Members of the 
ouse than the interests of the extre- 
mists on the one side or the other. It 
was thought on the one side that the 
clause of the hon. Member for Bolton 
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was in the interest of the trade, and 
the temperance party also claimed it 
in their interest, but. he believed that 
it was derogatory of the interests of the 
State aod the public. Legislation pro- 
posing to diminish the supply of liquor 
attracted the support of the temperance 
party—though for his own part he 
thought it was necessary to diminish 


the demandratherthanthesupply—andat | pa 


the same time it strengthened the vested 
interest in the drink trade by increasing 
monopoly. But temperance reformers 
in this respect were inning at the 
wrong end. The evils of drink did not 
arise from good drink, but from bad 
drink. Bad liquor produced crime, and 
if only good liquor were sold the 
amount of crime would be less. The hon. 
Member for the Spen Valley Division 
dissented from that statement — [ Mr. 
WurrTaKer: Hear, hear!]—and the 


hon. Member for the Camborne Division 
of Cornwall, with his robust presence, 
had entered the House to support that 
view, butasneither hon. Member knew the 
difference between Glenlivet, Jameson, 
Persee, and other kinds of whisky, they 


were at once placed out of court as 
judges in this matter. Whenever a pro- 
posal was brought before the House to 
diminish the supply, the temperance 
party at once approved it. In that they 
were wrong. 


An Hon. Member: The supply creates 
the demand. 


Mr. T. P. O°CONNOR said that was 
not the language of the philosopher or 
student. The fact was that the de- 
mand created the supply, and he wished 
to point out the fallacy of the policy 
which led to the capture of the temper- 
ance party whenever any legislation 
was proposed which seemed caleu- 
lated to diminish the supply. Such 
proposals, of course, exactly suited 
the purposes of the trade, for the more 
the supply was diminished the more 
was the monopoly increased and the 
stronger became the vested interests 
of the drink trade. That was how this 
clause came into existence. There were 
two parties on the Licensing Commission, 
with an intermediate body. But when 
sensible Englishmen found themselves 
between two extremes, they were racially 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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acompromise. Consequently, when 
found the temperance party on the one 
side and the trade on the other united, 
on a certain point, they at once thought. 
the proposition indisputably proved, and; 
gave it their support. Thus the unholy: 
alliance worked against temperance, in. 
the supposed interest of the temperance- 
rty and in the real interests of the 
drink trade, to the disadvantage of the 
public, by increasing the monopoly, 
What was the position of grocers’ 
licences? It was the one bit of free- 
trade left in the traffic. Of course, that 
would not be regarded by some as an, 
argument initsfavour. But look at the- 
case of Liverpool. The Home Secre- 
tary cheered that observation. There- 
was no such fanaticism as that of a con-- 
vert, and the Home Secretary was a 
powerful, and, no doubt, a very genuine 
convert. In Liverpool it was free trade 
in liquor supplied on the premises ; it 
was free trade in public houses; and. 
they had no right to apply the same 
test to grocers’ licences, which forbade the: 
consumption of liquor on the premises. : 
The merit of the grocer’s licence was: 
that it allowed competition : if a customer 
got a bottle of bad liquor at one shop. 
he would go to another, and that fact. 
alone compelled the sale of the good liquor’ 
instead of the bad liquor. Bad liquor was 
very much the parent of vice and 
crime, and if they abolished this last 
remnant of free trade, what would! 
happen? There would be no guarantee: 
of the goodness of the liquor, and secondly 
grocers’ shops would be in the same posi-- 
tion as public houses, and another mono- 
poly, another system of tied houses, would: 
be created. Let them remember how 
grocers’ licences came into existence, 
They were brought in by Mr. Gladstone,. 
and certainly that right hon. Gentle 
man’s forecast had been justified by 
events. The right hon. Gentleman, in: 
introducing the Refreshment Houses and 
Wine Licences Bill, said that, although 
fiseal considerations formed the im- 
mediate necessity for the measure, it was 
not based solely on fiscal grounds. It 
was a wise and good measure, not only 
as regarded the comfort of the people, 
but also in respect of the promotion of 
temperance and sobriety as 

to drunken and demoralised habits. It 
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‘was a8 &@ measure of temperance that 
‘Mr. Gladstone defended the institution 
of grocers’ licences, and he himself 
was defending it as such that day. As 
.@ matter of fact, the grocer’s licence was 
ereated contemporaneously with the 
Commercial Treaty with France, which 
dntroduced cheap French wines for the 
first time into this country in large 
quantities. That he . believed to be a 
good thing, for if they taught a large 
number of people to prefer light wines 
to the strong, poisonous whisky now too 
aften sold, it would be a movement in 
ithe direction of temperance. The grocer’s 
licence enabled the humblest man in the 
dand te get at a reasonable price a good 
bottle of mild, pure, French wine. It 
enabled people to get it without going 
nto a public house for it. He put it to 
hon. Members: if people wanted to get 
drink for home supply, was it better 
they should get it from the grocer’s 


shop or from the public house? There 
ould beonly one answer to that question. 
-Inthe grocer’s shop there were none of the 
spowonous and demoralising surround- 
ings which too often characterised the 


public house. This was the first time a 
great trade had been attacked in Parlia- 
ment without cause shown. Mr. Glad- 
ttone, to his dying day, was in favour of 

ers’ licences. He regarded the intro- 
Maction of cheap French wines into this 
tountry as a legislative act which had 
een justified by the good results, and 
yet so blind were the ultra-temperance 
party to the true interests of temper- 
anee that they proposed to separate the 


Sir Algernon West, who was most in- 
timately associated with Mr. Gladstone, 
wasa member of the Royal Commission 
4m the Licensing Laws, and he had 
Tecently written an article in the Nine- 
Aenth Century, in which he said— 


“The first serious difference of opinion arose 
m Lord Peel’s proposal for the separation of 
‘the trades, which was tantamount to the 
abolition of what are popularly known in this 
fountry as 1s’ licences. ow. lam sorry 
losay that I was old enough to recollect the 
ry Mr. Gladstone in 1860. His object 
‘nestablishing them was in the interest of 
wbriety, to make it unnecessary for any one 
Tequiring a bottle of wine or spirits to enter 
4 public house, ard he had also in view the 
‘Meouragement in this country of the con- 
‘mption of the light wines of France, in the 
= spirits or the heavier and more in- 
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licences have been an unqualified success, and 
no untainted evidence, t thought, had been 
produced to the contrary. Ever since their 
establishment thirty-nine years ago, there had 
not been a single complaint made of them to 
the Board of Inland Revenue, and, conse- 
quently, not a single prosecution had been 
taken against the so-called grocers for any 
infringement of the Excise Laws.” 

Here they had a respectable body of 
traders against whom no complaint had * 
been made for thirty-nine years ; and 
without any case having been made out 
against them, or any complaint from the 
Revenue, the Home Secretary, who had 
all the fanaticism of a convert, was, with- 
out the slightest warning, going to dis- 
organise and imperil the whole trade. 
Sometimes a woman inclined to drink 
was able to supply her wants. at the 
grocer’s shop, but from isolated cases of 
this kind they had no right to interfere, 
as they desired to do, with the grocers’ 
licences. A drunken woman was a very 
strange, horrible phenomenon in our social 
life. It was very hard to discover how 
she got her drink. It might be at the 
confectioner’s, or even at the chemist’s, 
where she obtained some form of unholy 
narcotic. She might even get it by a 
subterfuge at the grocer’s shop, but still 
the whole trade should not be imperilled 
because of such cases. It could not be 
said that any increase of intemperance 
could be attributed to the system of 
grocers’ licences. Sir Harry Poland, one 
of the highest of licensing authorities, 
had expressed himself strongly against 
any interference with ers’ licences, 
while the late Sir John Bridge declared 
he did not believe the statement that 
women had a facility for getting drink 
connected with the purchase of food and 
other articles purchased otherwise than 
at a public house, 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) asked what the hon. Member was 
quoting from. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that his 
hon. friend the Member for South Belfast 
had the irrelevant mind of all fanatics on 
this question. If he was quoting, in the 
handy form of -the anes evidence 
given before the Royal Commission, the 
question was not what he was quoting 
from, but whether the evidence was given 
or not. He might observe that Sir Alger- 
non West was as good a Liberal as any 
man in the House, and he himself claimed 





ig wines of other countries, These 
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to be as liberal as any hon. Member. 
Then there was the evidence of Mr. G. 
py Whiteley, Clerk to the Justices of 
the Newington Division of London, a per- 
. sonal friend of his own, and a sound, 
honest, upright, energetic Liberal. There 


were 441 “off” licences in that district, 
and Mr. Whiteley was asked— 

“Can you tell us whether they have been a 
cause of disatisfaction in any way, or whether 
any particular complaint come to your 
know , arising out of that system of 
trading? 

The answer was— 

“No, none whatever; complaints against 
‘ off’ licences are extremely rare.” 

Then Dr. Lawson Tait was asked a simi- 
lar question, and his answer was— 

“T know nothing of the kind.” 


He believed that there was no exception 
to the evidence that the grocers’ licences 
had acted well ; and that no complaint had 
been made against them. He would now 
refer to the evidence of the police officials. 
Mr. Malcolm Wood, Chief Constable of 
Manchester, was asked-— 

“ Have the police had any difficulty with those 
551 “ off” licences?” 2 
The answer was— 

‘No, we have had no difficulty whatever 

with them.” 
His hon. friend said that Mr. Wood was 
sacked ; but was it because of anything 
that was incorrect in his evidence ? because 
that was the only relevant question. Next, 
there was the evidence of Captain Nott- 
Bower, who, his hon. friend informed him, 
had been promoted. He was asked— 

“ As far as you can form an opinion, have 
the police any idea if the trade done under 
those licences has in any way conduced to 


The answer was— 


“No, I do not think it has. I have made 
many inquiries about it and I have found that 
Se police almost universally consider that it 

not.” 


Then the question was put— 

“Tam told that during twenty-five years—this 
comes from the resident ‘ off’ licence holders— 
_— have only known three cases of wine and 
spi apaeny | oe being summoned, and 
these were for eg cee late on Saturday 
night and Christmas Eve. Do you think that 
that would be a fair statement of the case?” 
Captain Nott-Bower answered— 

“I should think it probably would be.” 

He would not weary the House with 
further quotations, but he could quote 
from Lord Kimberley, the late Arch- 


bishop of York, and The Times newspaper. 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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The last qoetotion he would give was 
from the Daily News. [An Hon. Meu- 
BER: Oh!] He did not see why hon. 
Members should protest against the 
Daily News, It was a very admirable and 
able organ of the Liberal Party, and it 
took up the Liberal view in regard to 
this question. It said :— 

“F lf-restraining, 
people, the grepere « capely of dekh eae 
ideal thing. It is an economical system of 
distribution, and it is very convenient ; and— 
what is a very im t consideration—it in- 
volves no monopoly.” 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Burghs): What is the date? 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that the 
curiosity of his hon. friend was extr- 
ordinary. The date was the 16th of 
January, 1902, which he thought was 
within the period in which the Daily 
News had the advantage of the politi- 
cal assistance of his hon. friend. The 
change of managership and owner 
ship which had occurred since had not 
been in the direction of any diminu- 
tion of regard for the temperance 
cause, for the present proprietor of 
the Datly News was one of the greatest 
advocates of temperance reform in the 
country. He begged the House to 
abstain from creating a further monopoly, 
and further tied houses. Already com- 
ing events were casting their shadows 
before, and if the clause were passed 
every grocer would hold his licence at. 
the discretion of the j us i«¢. 
meant uncertainity. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8): 
Hear, hear! 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said his hon. 
friend the Member for South Tyrone 
thought that uncertainty was desirable, 
but he thought it was very undesirable, 
because it struck at free trade and free 
competition, which were absolutely essen- 
tial in the interests of the public. Some 
justices were just and reasonable, but 
did any one su that, if his hon. 
friend the Member for the Spen Valley, 
or men like him, were on the 
they would not use every power # 


their disposal to 





diminish grocers 
licences? He did not blame them, buthe 
thought they were misguided. He said 
nothing about the inconvenience to the 
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ic ; but if the clause were passed it 
would give grocers’ licences a monopoly 
yalue they did not now possess. At 
t a grocer’s licence had no particular 
value. But what would be the effect of 
the clause, if passed? He had heard of 
3 landlord who had already refused to 
renew a lease unless he got an increase 
of rent, on the ground that a monopoly 
value was to be given to the house. He 
pealed to the moderate section of the 
ae to say that free competition and 
freedom from monopoly should be pre- 
served, and that one more vested interest 
should not be added to existing mono- 
polies. 


(9.40.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge) said that when 
the Bill was before the Standing 
Committee he moved the rejection of 
the clause, but was fairly beaten on 
that occasion. He felt, however, that 
the clause ought not to be in the Bill, 
but, in supporting the Amendment, he 
was not in the least opposed to the Bill 
a a whole, or to temperance reform. 
He was sure that his right hon. friend 
would admit that he had done all he 
could in Committee to strengthen the 
Bill in the direction of temperance. He 
felt, however, that the clause now under 
discussion was not in the least calculated 
to promote temperance ; and he believed 
that it would work a great deal of injustice, 
for which no adequate reason had been 
given to the House. The hon. Member 
who moved the omission of the clause, 
ad the hon. Member who had just 
spoken, objected to it mainly on the 
found that it would create another 


monopoly. He quite agreed with that, | passed 


ud would regret that another monopoly 
should be added to the existing monopolies, 
which were one of the worst features of 
the drink traffic. He opposed the clause 
tko because it would inflict great injustice 
on the existing licence holders. It might 
be said that the two positions were 
inconsistent ; but he ventured to say they 
were not. It might be said that rs 


whose licences were preserved would gain 
_ clause ; but grocers who had their 

taken away for no just reason 
ad without compensation would suffer 
Very great injustice. They would increase 
the value of one set of licences at the 
txpense of another set, and that he could 
Mt regard as just. What was the reason 
put forward by the Home Secretary in 














support of the clause? He said that they 
should place all the various licences under 
one system ; and he attacked a trade which 
had been carried on for thirty years with- 
out any evidence being uced that it 
had been attended with the slightest harm. 
There were plenty of old women’s stories 
about the harm done by grocers’ licences ; 
but he asked hon. Members who sup- 
ported the clause to point to any evidence 
given before the Royal Commission, 
showing that any damage resulted from 
them. Why, therefore, was such a great 
change proposed in the conditions under 
which the trade had been carried on? 
His right hon. friend said that there was 
little fear that the existing licences would 
be taken away if the clause were passed. 
He was not so sure of that. There were, 
as his hon. friend had said, justices and 
justices. There were justices who ad- 
ministered the law fairly and properly, 
and who would not wish to interfere with 
the trade unless there were some real 
cause; but there were other justices 
who, with the best motives, were in- 
fluenced by preconceived opinions, and 
who would take every opportunity of 
interfering with the trade. He would 
ask his right hon. friend whether his. 
attention had been called to a remark- 
able statement which had recently been 
made by a Southport magistrate, who 
said that when the Licensing Bill was 
passed no more grocers’ licences would 
be granted in Southport, and that a 
great number of the existing licences 
would be taken away. That was the 
spirit in which some justices would 
approach the matter if the clause were 
He asked what guarantee was 
there that people who had been egg dood 
on a perfectly legitimate trade, from 
which no abuse was shown to regult, 
would not lose their business without. 
any compensation, simply and solely 
through the action of the House of 
Commons in forcing this clause through. 
Then his right hon. friend said that 
unless the clause were passed there would 
be an undue multiplication of grocers’ 
licences. Was the Home Secretary aware 
how much it cost to take out a grocer’s 
licence? The smallest sum was£16, and 
generally it was £24; and it was most 
improbable that these licences would be 
increased to any very large extent, 
because the cost was prohibitive ; and 
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certainly they would not increase beyond 
the point at which the trade was re- 
munerative. If the Home Secretary 
would look at the figures he would find 
that these licences had not outstepped 
the increase of population during the 
thirty years they had been in existence. 
His right hon. friend relied largely on 
the fact that the one representative of 
the “off” licence holders on the Royal 
Commission, Mr. Grenling, voted for the 
recommendation which placed grocers’ 
licences under the same control as other 
licences. But Mr. Grenling voted for 
that as part of the whole of the majority 
Report ; and he voted on the clear under- 
standing that if a grocer’s licence were 
taken away for any cause except mis- 
conduct, there should be compensation. 
On page 52 of the Report it was stated :— 

“The scheme to be described presently 


includes in the scope of its operations all retail 


licences, i.¢., ‘off’ as well as ‘on, as 
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contributories to the compensation fund and 
as liable to suppression under this scheme. 
This appears to be both desirable in itself and | 
necessary to.the satisfactory working of the | 
reduction proposals.” | 
Why should those licences contribute 
to the compensation fund, if they were 
to be taken away without any com- 
pensation? The intention of the 
Commission was that those licences 
should share in the compensation fund ; 
but the Home Secretary now proposed 
to change the whole character under 
which the trade was carried on, and | 
to make grocers liable to the loss of 
their licences without any misconduct 
on their part, and without any com- 
pensation. Although he was a loyal 
supporter of the Government, he could 
not vote for the clause, because he 
thought it was quite uncalled for and 
inequitable, and that it would do 
injustice to a class of people who had 
carried on a perfectly legal business 
in a perfectly proper manner. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he had 
listened with great interest to the 
speech of his hon. friend the Mem- 

for the Scotland Division, but 
he wished to call his attention to a 
place called Ireland, and would give 
his actual experiences in the matter. 
He spoke for the benefit of his Irish 
friends on the other side of the House, 





who might be temporarily misled by 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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his hon. friend. Twenty years ago a 
grocer’s licence in Ireland was e 

in the same position as such a licence 
was in England today. It was a p 
Excise licence, and anyone could get it 
by paying « certain amount of mon 
at the Custom House. The results 
became perfectly intolerable, and in 
1900 a Bill was passed through both 
Houses of Parliament, with the ful] 
assent of the Irish representation in 
this House, and the Irish peers in the 
House of Lords, placing these “ off” 
licences entirely under the control of 
the magistrates. That legislation cured 
a monstrous evil, and no one in Ireland 
had anything but good to say of it. 
No Irish Member would dream of 
proposing that that measure should be 
repealed. He merely, rose in order to 
prevent his Irish friends from being 
misled by the eloquence of his hon. 
friend the Member for the Scotland 
Division, who, in the absence of the 
Irish Leader, was leading the [Irish 
party. [Mr. T. P. O'Connor dissented 
He hoped the Home Secretary wo 
stand firm to the clause. 


*(9.55.) Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Spen Valley) said the clause was in- 
serted in the Bill upon the unanimous re- 
commendation of a Commission comprising 
all classes of the community. The position 
of the law with regard to the discretion 
of magistrates in relation to off-licences 
was at present in a state of confusion. 
Retail beer dealers holding off-licences 
were subject to the full discretion of the 
justices; spirit dealers with retail off- 
licences, if no other trade were carried on 
on the premises, were subject to no dis 
cretion, but if dealing in anything else 
were subject to a limited discretion ; wine 
dealers retailing under an off-licence were 
not under any discretion ; whilst beer 
retailers with an ordinary off-licence were 
under the full discretion of the magistrates; 
and, again, the justices had a limited 
discretion over spirit and wine retailers 
with an ordinary off-licence. It would thus 
be seen that an extremely inconsistent 
and illogical state of things a 
with regard to off-licences. The Com- 


mission recommended that they should all 
be put on the same footing. The exemp- 
tion of grocers’ licences was not a specially- 
made exemption: it was a relic of a general 


rule. The practice of the House for 





ESPs st esas ege ess os See SES Be Sed Be Sees e me SH asc 


oe 
bo 


se DEES es eS 8X oe 


Bore SPrmn Sa i aa8, 


SGEPeaSkEe2 a2 eS ses ts PearFaes sa? 7 & 


ee 


113 Licensing {25 JUNE 1902} Bill. 114 


last thirty years had been gradually to| were to be under the control of th® 
abolish the exemption of off-licences from | justices? That was a dangerous argument, 
the discretion of the justices. Prior to|and would be a reflection on those 
1869 every off-licence was free so far as | licences which were already undertheir full 
the justices’ discretion was concerned. In | discretion, Thelegislationof Mr.Gladstone 
that year the House gave the magistrates | had failed to accomplish what Mr. Glad- 
certain limited discretion over wine and | stone desired, for the result had been that 
other licences, and in 1872 that discretion | not only had the consumption of wine 
‘was extended to spirits and sweets. In| increased, but that of spirits had done so 
1880 they were given full discretion over | enormously. They had not diminished 
‘beer dealers’ retail licences, and in 1882, | the consumption of spirits or beer by 
under the inspiration of the present Home | increasing the consumption of wine. 
Secretary, the justices were given full| They were told that it would give a 
discretion over beer. retailers’ ordinary | monopoly value to these licences, That 
offlicences. The suggestion of this Bill was inseparable from our policy of re- 
was practically to put, the remaining off- | striction. He admitted that the pre- 
licences under the control of the justices. | sent system of licensing was not good, 





‘That was the unanimous recommendation | but these restrictions were better than 
of the Commission. The hon. Member} no restrictions at all. Control in- 
for Tunbridge had suggested that this| volved monopoly. It was a choice 
was part of a complete scheme with a re-| of evils, but the position was clear 
eonstituted licensing authority, and was | that they must either have free trade 
signed by the representative of the off-| or control, and if they had control they 
licence trade as such. But that gentleman | could not get rid of monopoly. The hon. 
made no such reservation, although it | Member for Tunbridge suggested that the 
would have been quite easy for him to | majority Report of the Royal Commission 
have affixed a foot-note to that effect. | recommended that discretion should not 
But even if it had been so, the re-consti- | be given with regard to these off-licences 
tuted licensing authority would in all | unless compensation was arranged for. 


probability be a much more sigorene The hon. Member evidently had misunder- 


authority than the present, and be far | stood the Report. That was a recom- 
more likely to deal strictly with these|mendation with regard to a special 
licences. This clause was carried upstairs | reduction scheme, by which they would 
by a majority of three to one. Reference | buy these additional licences out, but it 
had been made to the Report of the| had nothing to do with the ordinary 
House of Lords Committee, which was | action of the magistrate. The Royal 
23 years old. Why go behind the Report | Commission recommended that these 
of the Royal Commission on Licensing, | licences should be in the full discretion of 
which was unanimous in this matter and | the justices, and there was no reference 
was a much more recent and important | to compensation except in regard to the 
body? He admitted that the present sys-| special reduction scheme, and the hon. 
tem of licensing was unsatisfactory, but it} Member must have misunderstood the 





_ Was better than free trade. Liverpool tried | recommendation. . This was not a 


fee trade and found it disastrous. But | question whether they would have 
in Liverpool of recent years there had | these licences or public-houses, but 
been a substantial reduction in the number | whether they would have these licences 
‘i licensed-houses, with the most satisfac- | as well as public-houses. He would also 
tory results. No really responsible person | remind the House that putting these off- 
who understood the question was prepared | licences under the control of the justices 
bead free trade. Then it should be | did not necessarily mean abolishing them. 
om that a number’ ff it were true that these grocers 
f Benches of magistrates had passed | jicences were so exceptionally convenient 
feolutions asking that they should | and desirable, and were so exceptionally 
lave this power conferred upon them, | respectable, surely the House could have 
hy a ae - “tm theee sufficient confidence to allow the magis- 

te Ee eee | eteenihh tate them, seeing that hon. 
matters. If they were of the character | . little evil 
indicated they ought not to have control | Members believed that so little e 
‘ver any licences at all. Was it to be | resulted from them. Surely such argu- 
Understood thatonly unsatisfactory licences ments as those would have weight with 
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any licensing Bench, and the magis- 
ahi would not be likely under those 
circumstances to abolish such licences. 
If there were licences which the licens- 
ing justices desired to do away with, 
they were now asked to prevent the 
justices from having power to get rid of 
icences which they thought were un- 
desirable and injurious. In his opinion | 
if there were any licences which the | 
magistrates thought were undesirable they | 
ought to have the power to get rid of | 
them. He would remind hon. members | 
that these grocers’ licences enabled them | 
to sell spirits as well as wine. While | 
riding down to the City upon the. 
“Twopenny Tube” he had been particu- | 
larly struck with one advertisement of | 
Gilbey’s, announcing that they had no less 
than 3,000 nts selling ‘a particular 
brand of Scotch whisky, and that would 
give them an idea of the nature of this 
trade. 

The off-beer licences were under 
the full control of the justices, and 
as they were given control over the 
sale of beer in this way, they should have 
the same control over spirits and wines. 
No inconvenience had resulted from the 
justices having control of the beer 
icences, and this proposal was to give 
themthesamecontrol overspiritsand wine 
as they had over beer. Hecontended that | 
additional facilities for the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors were undoubtedly a 
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great increase of drunkenness in women 
had been caused by grocers’ licences, 
and this statement was burne out by the 
evidence of clergymen and ministers 
and medical men who te into the 
homes of the e. It was most] 

among the middle and upper classes that 
this evil existed. : 


*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrinc- 
ham): Why was this evidence not 
given before the Commission ? 


*Mr. WHITTAKER said that it was 
given by solicitors, keepers of inebriate 
homes and others, but of course it was 
difficult to get people to come forward to- 
give detailed evidence of this kind, be- 
cause it was too confidential. Could they 
expect a clergyman to go into the chair 
and expose what he had heard in private 
homes ; or could they expect a medical 
man to tell what he seen in those 
homes? Facilitiesforordering drink existed 
in regard to these licences which did not 
exist in connection with public-houses. 
The increase in the death-rate of women 
from intemperance was a very serious 
thing indeed. During the last twenty- 
five years the Registrar- General had 
given the death-rate from intemperance, 
and the fi were very remarkable, 
for they showed that the death-rate from 
intemperance had increased amongst alb 
classes of the community. It might be 





temptation, and the real danger of these 


| said that this was largely due to improved 


grocers’ licences was that they placed | diagnosis, but that would apply to the 


the temptation to buy liquor in the way 
of a great number of women who wou 
not go to public-houses to buy liquor. 
It had been said that no case had been 
made out against grocers’ licences, but 
in his opinion the case made out against 
them was an extremely strong one. 
had been said that there had been no 
complaints at the Inland Revenue about 
these licences, but they did not expect to 
find complaints in that quarter. They 
had also been told that no evidence 
against them had been given in the 
= courts, and that the evidence given 
y magistrates and constables was not 


against these licences. In his opinion 
these were not the people who saw the 
evil of these licences. The drinking did 
not take place in grocers’ shops, but it 
took place in the home, and that was 
where the real injury was done. The 


Mr. Whittaker. 


| death-rate of both men and women, 
| whereas there had been an enormous 
‘increase in the number of deaths 
from intemperance amongst women 
‘as compared with men. In the five 
years from 1875 to 1879 the death- 


It | rate amongst men from intemperance 


‘was 65 per million, and in 189% 
| to 1899 the average was 96 per 1,000,000, 
|or an increase of 48 per cent. Amongst 
| women the increase was from 24 per 
1,000,000 in 1875-79 to 58 per 1,000,000, 
in the period between 1895 and 1899. 
That was an increase in the death rate 
from intemperance amongst women 
of 141 per cent., as compared with 
an increase of 48 per cent. in the 
death rate among men. That was 
a proof that there had been a great 
| increase of drunkenness amongst women, 
| and he should like hon. Members opposite 
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to account for that increase in any other 
way than by the facilities which had 
been afforded for drinking by means of 
grocers’ licences. Those were terrible 
facts, borne out by thetestimony of medical 
men and kee of inebriate homes. 
This Licensing Commission said there was 
a gigantic evil existing in their midst, 
which was a national degradation, and 
they declared that scarcely any sacrifice 
would be too great in order to cope with 
this evil, One unanimous recommenda- 
tion of that Commission was that the 
justices should be given the control of 
these licences, and, therefore, he asked 
the House to support the most recent 
Commission in one of the most important 
recommendations they had made. 


Mr. DISRAELI said he had before fol- 
lowed the Member for Spen Valley in this 
Debate, and he hoped the hon. Member 
would not think him presumptuous 
when he said that he should always like 
to follow him when he used the same 
arguments. The Commission he had 
telerred to took no evidence upon the 
points upon which the hon. Member had 
based his speech. Over and over again 
he had said that grocers’ licences were 
responsible for the increased drinking 
amongst men and women. The hon. 
Member had not given them the slight- 
est reason for that statement, and they 
would look in vain in the Report of the 
Royal Commission for evidence to bear 
out such a statement. He did not want 
to found his speech upon evidence con- 
cocted from the hearsay of different 
people. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
£): Order, order! ‘‘Concocted” is 
not Parliamentary. 


Mr. DISRAELI said he could not 
take his Parliamentary manners from 
the hon. Member for East Clare. 
The hon. Member for Spen Val- 

had ignored the Report of the 

use of Lords Committee of 1879. 

Committee examined many wit- 
nesses, and the conclusion they came to 
Was that, on the whole, there was no 
sufficient ground for specially connect- 
ing intemperance with the retailing of 
spirits in shops, as contrasted with their 
Mailing on other licensed premises. It 


was perfectly true that this conclusion: 
was come to 23 years ago, but there had 
been no change in the condition of 
things since that time which at alk 
vitiated the force of that declaration. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone had 
indulged in a few remarks which, in his. 
opinion, might have been omitted, 
because this Bill did not deal at all with 
Ireland. The whole case for putting 
these licences under the justices must 
depend on one of two things—either 
that the licences had been abused, or 
that there was a great public demand. 
that the change should be made. 
Report after report from chief constables: 
and clergymen showed that these licences. 
had not brought about drunkenness 
amongst the people of this country, and 
he looked with dread upon creating 
another monopoly. He hoped a Licensing: 
Bill would be brought in which 
would be worthy of the Government ;: 
for this omnibus Bill, which dealt simply 
with clubs and other licensing matters, 
was nota Bill which was worthy of 
the Government at the present moment.. 
When a new Government Bill was: 
brought forward he hoped the great 
question of the licensing authority would. 
be considered, for upon that everything 
depended and must hang. When the 
licensing authority was altered, then he 
thought that every kind of licence 
holder would willingly and readily come- 
under that authority. He should vote 
against this proposal, because he felt that. 
by adopting it they would be doing a 
great injustice, and the cause of temper- 
ance would be going back instead of 
forward, and they would be creating 
another Frankenstein for the Home 
Secretary to deal with, in the shape of 
another great monopoly, in the drink. 
traffic which he would find it very diffi- 
cult indeed to cope with, 


(10.20.) Mz. JOHN BURNS (Batter- 
sea) said that perhaps the hon. Member 
who had just sat down would pardon: 
him for saying that the first part of his. 
speech was contradicted by the latter 
part. He said that if this had been a 
comprehensive Measure and a good 
licensing Bill containing a proposal that. 
all licences should be included, then, 

robably, he would have supported the: 
tence pars 
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*Mr. DISRAELI: Yes, under a new 
authority. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said the House of 
“Commons had so few opportunities of 
dealing with the question of licensing 
-and controlling a large trade, and super- 
vising what many people had begun to 
believe was causing a deterioration of 
their national physique, and the embar- 
rassment of our industrial supremacy 
which was threatening our commercial 
capacity, that they could not help seizing 
‘upon opportunities like this to vote for 
an instalment of temperance reform, even 
though they regarded it as a small 
stepping-stone. He ventured to submit 
‘that in trying to exclude grocers’ licences 
from the purview of this Bill they were 
“mot acting as the friends of the publican. 
He contended that the man who sold 
liquor in a sealed bottle, probably to a 
young woman who went into the shop 
dor tea and came out with whisky, 
:should be subjected to exactly the same 
‘treatment in regard to control and super- 
vision as the man who sold beer openly 
-across a public-house bar and in an open 
-quart pot. On the ground of equality 
of treatment, he protested against 
.grocers’ licences being exempted from 
the purview of this Bill. 

The hon. Member opposite had said 
vthat there was a wonderful lack of 
evidence in support of the evils which 
had been alleged against grocers’ licences. 
He wished to remind the House that 
both the majority and the minority of 
ithe Royal Commission, although they 
-did not have much evidence before them 
‘upon this point, certainly came to the 
decision that all licences, both publicans’ 
-and grocers’, ought to come within the 

urview of some licensing authority. 
“That decision was enough for him. He 
-did not care much about the evidence, 
providing they could get a fair consensus 
-of opinion that a grocer’s licence ought 
to toe the same line as a public-house 

licence. He respected that view himself, 
“when it was not the view of non-temper- 
-ance men, but the balanced judgment 
~of a Royal Commission. It seemed to 
him that they ought to go a bit further 
than the hon. Member’s statement as to 
“the lack of evidence of this point. What 
«did this Bill do? It provided that all 
«clubs, whether they were the rich men’s 
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clubs in Belgravia or the r men’s 
clubs in Battersea or Bermondsey, should 
receive equality of treatment. He 
thought it was very creditable to those 
clubs that many of them had willingly 
consented to be included in this clause, 
and to come within the purview of this 
licensing authority for the purpose of 
checking abuses, in some clubs which 
were started for genuine purposes but 
had since become mere “ boozing’ shops, 
If they put the rich man’s club and the 

r man’s club on the same level, and 
roughs them within the purview of this 
Bill, he contended that they ought to 
bring the grocers’ licences under the 
same authority. His point was that 
there had been no differentiation between 
the clubs for the rich and the poor, 
who would all have to toe the same line 
under this Bill. 


*Mr. DISRAELI: Andthe rich man’s 
wine merchant should be in exactly the 
same position as the poor man’s wine 
merchant. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS. ssaid that 
if the hon. Member moved that he should 
support him. He could not agree with 
the argument that there should be free 
trade in liquor advanced by the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool. If there was a drink-cursed 
district in the whole Empire resulting 
from the remnants which prevailed of 
free trade in liquor, that place was 
Liverpool between 1856 and 1871. In 
this he thought the hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division was both inconsistent 
and illogical. If free trade in liquor 
did some good, why was the hon. Member 
not consistent, and why did he not vote 
for free trade in liquor to be made 
universal and apply to London as well as 
Liverpool. The hon. Member did not 
dare to advocate that, because past 
experience proved and demonstrated 
conclusively that control of the drink 
traffic had diminished drunkenness. The 

int made by the hon. Member for the 

tland Division was that demand 
created supply,and not that supply created 
demand in liquor. He had the honour 
of representing a working class consti 
tuency, which afforded many illustrations 
in regard to the temperance question. 
In one area within his constituency 
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there were 1,200 houses with a popula- 


tion of 11,000 men, women, and children. 
He was glad to say that on that estate, 
thanks to the prescience and moral 
courage of Lord Shaftesbury, there was 
not a single public house or beer shop 
and there was not a pawnbroker’s shop, 
and poverty there was relatively un- 
known. But if they crossed the line 
from this estate there they would find 

blic houses far too frequent, and he 
thought he deserved some credit for 
having pointed out the difference between 
these two districts in his own constitu- 
ency. The difference was most remark- 
able. Whether they went to the doctors 
or the clergymen—most of whom were 
Tories—or to the relieving officers, the 
sick visitors, or the nurses, the universal 
testimony was that where they had an 
extraordinary supply of public houses 
and beer shops there was stimulated an 
unreasonable and unhealthy demand for 
liquor, which spread the disease to an 
extent which every man could see if he 
would have the honesty to be a fair 
observer. Let them go to the constitu- 
ency of the hon. Member for the Scot- 
land Division for an example. Liverpool 
since 1889 had added 78,000 to its popu- 
lation, reduced its cases of drunkenness 
from 16,000 to 4,180, and crime from 926 
to 522 per 100,000 of the population. 
During that period Liverpool had re- 
duced its number of policemen by 100, 
and this improvement had effected a 
saving of £8,000 per annum to the rates, 
simply by having got rid of 345 licensed 
premises in eleven years. 


Mr. T. P O'CONNOR: May I ask 
how many of these licences were grocers’ 
licences 1 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said his reply to 
that argument was that, if the same 
authority had had the power to reduce 

rs’ licences as the magistrates had 
Ee to reduce the number of public 
houses and beer houses, the reduction 
would have been considerably more. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member is going a little too far in dis- 
cussing the effect of ree rade in licences 
in Liverpool. The discussion must be 
confined to what are called grocers’ 

ces, 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS said he had in 
his hand the statistics for the City of 
Glasgow. The Scotch were supposed to-- 
be the best educated people in the world. 
Cries of “ Hear, hear,” and ‘‘ Agreed.”’} , 

e thought that was quite true. In 
Glasgow the convictions for drunkenness, . 
as given by an hon. Member of this - 
House, were 7,117 males and 5,122: 
females. What was the connection of 
those figures with grocers’ licences? He - 
himself had been a life-long temperance - 
man, and to that extent he might be - 
regarded as prejudiced, but he was 
asking for the inclusion of grocers’ 
licences in this Bill, because the best of 
the wives and daughters of the working 
classes and the lower middle classes, who- 
had hitherto possessed too much self- 
respect to be seen in a beer shop ora 
low-class public house, did not hesitate - 
to purchase liquors at grocers’ shops. 
Public opinion exercised upon these - 
women in regard to frequenting public 
houses some restraint, and they were - 
afraid to enter them because their 
relatives might be told about it. The - 
result was that a class which had 
hitherto been exempt from the tempta- 
tions of drunkenness were enabled, when 
the craving for drink seized them, to - 
satisfy that craving by purchasing 
liquors at the grocer’s shop. These - 
women brought the drink home, 
and quietly and steadily degraded | 
Seeeitend with it in the privac of their - 
own homes, until the husband pot hte 
it, when it was invariably too late, and at 
a period when personal restraint was im- 
possible and moral suasion of no use, and 
when she was on the point of qualifying 
for an inebriates’ home. As one who - 
lived three doors from a public house and 
five doors from an establishment with a 
— licence, he was convinced that, 
rom the point of view of sapping the 
moral fibre of the lower middle ¢ and 
the best of middle-class women, he feared 
more the deadly influence of the drink 
obtained at the grocers’ than the drink 
purchased by the women who honestly 
and above board went into a public house, - 
purchased a glass of bitter or stout, and 
came out again. The publican was re- 
strained from selling women too much, 
but there was no such restraint in the case 
of purchases at the grocer’s shop. He had 
just been reading a paragraph in the Pall 
Mall Gazette, alth asa rule he did not’: 
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«quote that journal as an authority. In 
‘this case, however, the Pall Mall Gazette 
was quoting a better informed paper, and 
it said— 

“In October, 1901, a doctor in great practice 
in the West End once said to me that where 
the public house slays its thousands the grocers’ 
ilicence slays its tens of thousands.” 
iHe believed that to be true. [An Hon. 
MemBer: What is the authority 1] 
“The extract he had read was from the 
Manchester Guardian, a paper which was 
better informed than the Globe and not so 

as the Pall Mall Gazette. He 

believed that the opinion of that doctor 
indicated the true state of things, and 
accounted for the great increase of drunk- 
enness among women in Glasgow, Liver- 
pool, London and elsewhere. He wished 
to point out how much more dangerous it 
was to have an increase of drunkenness 
-amongst women than men. 

Anyone who read the report of the 
Adjutant General on recruiting or the 
Army Medical Report would be almost 
-shocked at the way in which the 
physique of our town population was 
deteriorating. He believed that, apart 
from bad homes and bad food, apart 
from the slow arsenical poisoning from 
‘beer houses and public houses, much of 
vthe deterioration which these reports 
indicated arose from the fact that 
_among the working class and the lower 
-class drunkenness on the part of women 
was considerably on the increase. It 
-was remarkable that this deterioration 
-synchronised with the growth of grocers’ 
licences. Grocers in this matter ought, 
itherefore, to be placed under the same 
- supervision as the licensed victualler, who 
was subject to penalties from which the 
; r was now altogether exempt. He 
oat therefore, that hon. Members on 
the opposite side of ;the House, now that 
a Conservative Government had had 
tthe courage to deal with this subject, 
would support them in making the 
_grocers toe the same line with regard to 
pak supervision as publicans, who, 
with their faults, conducted their 
~trade open and above board. 


*(10.47.) Taz SECRETARY oF STATE 
wor THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcurg, Croydon): I do not propose, 
in the remarks I will address to the 
House, to enter into the r questions 
vwhich some hon. Members have touched 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 








Pall. 124 


upon, because the mover and seconder 
of the Amendment have both frankly 
acknowl that if they had their way 
they would have complete Free Trade in 
liquor all round. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I beg your pardon. 
I objected to this portion of the licensing 
trade passing into a monopoly. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Both on the Second 
Reading of the Bill and the other night 
when the hon. Member spoke I gathered 
from him that he objected to restrictions 
of any kind. He thought that the 
best way in dealing with the liquor 
traffic was to make it free and open. 


Mr. HARWOOD: What I said was 
this. I objected to this remaining 
portion of the licensing field being a 
monopoly, at any rate until you have 
reformed the licensing authority in the 
way recommended by the majority and 
the minority of the Commission. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Well, I merely 
mention the impression made on my mind 
by the speech of the hon. Member on 
this Bill. But that does not really 
affect my point at all. The object 
which the Government have in view in 
proposing the moderate temperance re- 
form which is embodied in the Bill was 
an object which I understood commended 
itself to all those who desire some advance 
in temperance legislation. This has not 
Pp ed from what I shall call the 
extreme temperance party at all. [An 
pee en sm It is supported by them.] 

su the extreme temperance 
would gladly support éaything medal 
if they were sensible, in the way of 
temperance reform, and the object of the 
Government was to give effect where 
possible to those portions of the recom- 
mendations which were jointly made 
Saag sections of the Royal Commission. 

e House will remember that the 
Royal Commission appointed some years 
ago made two Reports—a majority Report 
and a minority Report. The Government 
have been pressed from many quarters to 
legislate on the lines of the minority Re- 
port. That, in my opinion, was a demand 
which could not be in any way justified. 
It is not usual, I think, in legislation to 
deal with the recommendations of a Com- 
mission in that way. It is rather the 
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tice, if the recommendations are 
adopted at all, to deal with the maior? 
rather than the minority Report. We 
endeavoured to take out of the majority 
and the minority Reports those matters 
which I might almost say were the 
common recommendations of both sections 
of the Commission, but we did that with 
some modifications. For instance, the 
minority Report dealing with grocers’ 
Jicences proposed that at the end of a 
period of five years it should be no longer 
possible to give so called grocers’ licences, 
that is to say,‘ mixed trade” licences. That 
was a recommendation which the Govern- 
ment could not feel that they were able 
to adopt, and certainly I should not be 
i to do so, because I do not join 
with those who utterly condemn grocers’ 
licences. We do not ground our proposal 
on any argument of that kind as I shall 
endeavour to show in the few remarks I 
have to make. The majority Report, on 
the other hand, unanimously recommended 
that those licences should be put under 
pr the same conditions as off-beer 
icences were put under in 1882 ; that is to 
say, instead of its being practically obliga- 
tory on the part of the magistrates to 
grant those licences, they should have 
their full and free control in regard to 


the matter. That was the portion of the |. 


Report, therefore, which we proposed to 

ow, and we have dealt with the 
matter in precisely the way recom- 
mended by the majority of the Com- 
Mission. 


Mr. HARWOOD: May I ask whether | P 


the majority and the minority did not 
both recommend a revision of the 
leensing authority, and whether they 
did not recommend the dealing with the 
30,000 off-beer licenses ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: They certainly re- 
commended a revision of the licensing 
authority, but I am astonished that the 
hon. Gentlemen who are opposed to this 
Bill should think for a moment that that 

ttion of the recommendation would 

ve been advantageous to the interests 
they are endeavouring to promote. 
Moreover, if the hon. Gentlemen will be. 
enough to look at the majority 

rt of the Royal Commission, they 
find that this portion of the re- 
‘ommendation was in no respect contin 
gent upon a reform in the licensing 
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Commission recom- 
mended, with reference to grocers’ 
licences, that in all of them “full 
magisterial control and discretion should 
apply.” Where is there anything said 
about changing the authority there? 
The Commission recommend not that 
they should be put uuder a new authority, 
but under full magisterial authority, 
and therefore when the hon. Gentleman 
argues that this should be taken together 
with a reform of the licensing authority 
he is arguing something which he is 
not justified in arguing from the report 
of the Commission. Let us see what 
was the composition of the majority who 
made this Report. I understand that 
our proposal is supposed to be objection- 
able both to grocers and to the trade 
generally. Sixteen members signed the 
majority Report on this point: eight of 
these were trade representatives ; seven 
were neutral ; and one temperance. The 
trade members consisted of three 
brewers for England and Wales, one 
brewer for Scotland, two licensed 
victuallers, one off - licence holder, 
and one distiller from Ireland. That was 
the composition of that portion of the 
Commission which recommended the plan 
we are now proposing to the House. It 
was unanimous. Although some mem- 
bers of the Commission made reservations 
with regard to some of the points with 
respect to which they signed the Report, 
there was not one of the members whomade 
the smallest reservation to what they 
ro in this matter. It is a very 
striking fact that there was one member 
who was put on for the express purpose 
of representing those grocers’ licences, and 
he was the member of the firm that has 
been instrumental in organising opposition 
to the Clause. He si te the iow of 
the Commission which recommended the 
very plan we are now proposing to the 
House. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, S.): The 
majority recommended a revision of the 
licensing authority. 


*Mr. RITCHIE : He signed the Report 
Iam quoting, and the recommendation 
was that those licences should be dealt 
with in the way we propose, and there 
was no question whatever of a change 
of the licensing authority involved 
in that portion of the Report which 
I am now dealing with. I have 


authority. The 
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shown that you have the unanimous 
recommendation of the majority, upon 
which the trade was fully represented, 
and that the representative of the off- 
licence holders signed the Report without 
qualification. Our proposal has also been 
supported by a large number of County 
Councils, a large number of standing 
joint committees ; and forty towns in 
gland desire to be represented on a | 
deputation urging me to proceed with the 
proposal in the Bill. I need hardly sa 
that hundreds of public meetings, and all 
the’temperance societies throughout the 
country are also in favour of the see etn 
May I say also that a very remarkable 
report was made by the Justices of 
Manchester? In their annual report for 
1901 they strongly urge that we should 
adopt the plan we are now proposing. 
I have said that we do not base this 
roposal upon the allegation which has 
m made with regard to the conduct of 
the houses which are dealt with. I may, 
say with regard to what has been said 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite as to 
there being no police complaints against 
them that that is easily accounted for. 
It is because police supervision is 
engaged mainly with disorderly conduct. 
Clearly there cannot be that kind of 
disorder which would attract the 
attention of the police in cases where 
licences are simply off-licences. I say, 
when it is pleaded that this Act should 
not apply to grocers’ licences because 
there are no complaints against the 
houses, that we do not base our argument 
upon that atall. With regard to the intem- 
rance of women, it cannot be gainsaid 
that it has grown with great rapidity 
during the last twenty years or so, and in 
that period grocers’ licences have just about 
exactly doubled. How has the mortality 
from intemperance gone on both in men 
and women during the last twenty years ? 
According to the Registrar General’s 
Returns for the twenty years ended 
in 1896 it increased by 104 per cent. on 
the part of women, and only 43 per cent. 
on the part of men. During that time 
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grocers’ licences grew from about 5,000 to 
over 10,000. It is a very curious fact that | 
grocers’ licences have grown in almost 
exact proportion to the intemperance in | 
women. As has been stated more than | 
once in the House, there is no doubt | 
that medical opinion is strongly in favour 
of some legislation on this matter. It 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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has been stated by an able medica} 
journal, the Lancet, that there has. 
been a great growth of intemperance. 
among women in consequence of grocers” 
licences sowing the seeds of intemperance. 
among them, which have led to very 
disastrous results. Surely my hon, 
friend will not think it unfair on 
my part that I should quote the 
increase with reference to women if it. 
be the case at all that there is any 
connection between the two. Surely, it 
is a strong argument that some attempt 
should be e to stop the increase of 
those licences which may lead to very 
serious results in regard to intemperance 
among women. The House of Lords. 
Committee’s Report of 1879 has been 
quoted. It has been said that the House- 
of Lords Committee in their Report did 
not recommend that there should | be any 
change made in the matter, but they 

on to say something which is very rarely 
quoted. That Committee said— 


“Should the evils, however, apprehended by 
some witnesses from the multiplication or 
abuse of these licences, eventually oceur, it 
may become the duty of the legislature to 
consider what further restrictions should be 
imposed on their issue.” 


I contend that, these licences having 
doubled since the Lords Committee of 
1879 reported, it is high time that the 
House should be asked to put some 
check on the increase which may take 
place, unless some steps, such as are 
roposed, are adopted by the House, 
Where is it that the opposition to these 
proposals proceeds from, mainly? It is 
assumed, in discussing the question of 
ers’ licences, that every grocer con- 
ucts his own business on his own foot,. 
and that he has invested large capital in: 
this business, which is now to be interfered 
with. As a matter of fact, it is perfectly 
notorious that an immense number of 
these licence holders are mere agents for 
a large wine and spirit house. It is 
well known to every Member of this. 
House [An Hon. Memper: “Whynot!”] 
I am stating a fact, and it is no answer to 
the reasons which I have brought forward 
for the clause that if these licences are 
interfered with, it will be a great hare 
ship to those who are conducting their 
business on their own account. 


Mr. HARWOOD That is not my 
case. I care not wo straws about that. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I am alluding to a 
notorious fact that this opposition, which 
js supposed to come from many quarters, 
really comes from one centre. An 
hon. friend of mine in this House told 
me the other day that he had four 
telegrams from his constituency asking 
him to vote against this proposal 
with regard to grocers’ licences. He 
told me he sent down to his agent in 
the country asking him to find out who 
these men were. He wrote to him that 
every one of these men were the agents 
of the firm to which he alluded. I 
believe that is the general experience of 
those who have received representations 
on this matter, namely, that they 
proceed from one centre, and that they 
proceed from those persons who placard 
every tramcar in the Metropolis that 
they have no fewer than 3,000 agents 
among grocers. I am merely stating a 


fact, and I am arguing from that that 
it is not the case that in dealing with 
these licences we are dealing with 
a vast number of persons who have 
embarked their capital in this business. 
In many cases the stock which the 
grocers have is not their own, and the 


firm for whom they are agents pay 
the licence duty and practically conduct 
the business. It is said that these 
licences are to be abolished. That is 
nt the case at all. The Act of 1882 
places “ off” beer licences under the con- 
trol of the magistrates. The number of 
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decide is whether they should ignore 
the joint Report of the two sections of 
the Royal Commission on this particular 
point, and practically to say that these 
licences should go, on increasing in- 
definitely. The result of such an 
increase has been pointed out by many 
benches of magistrates who are 
endeavouring to meet the evils due to 
such a large extent to an excess of 
licensed houses in their district. By 
alrangement a gTeat diminution has 
been effected in the number of these 
licences in various parts of the country, 
and this with the perfect good-will of 
the brewers, who have found their ex- 
penses greatly diminished thereby. Yet 
these efforts are largely neutralised by 
the fact that “off” licences can 
multiply almost without check. Having 
regard to the fact that this Clause 
is based on the Report of the 
Royal Commission, that it is in 
strict accord with previous legislation, 
and that it is‘ demanded by all classes 
of people in the country — by county 
councils, magistrates, joint committees 
of county councils, and by temperance 
associations of all kinds —I have no 
hesitation in asking the House to pass 
this moderate measure of temperance 
legislation, which will inflict no hard- 
ship on any one, and will be a very 
considerable step in the direction of 
temperance. 
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these licences in 1882 was about 19,000, 
and the number which existed in 1901 
was 18,865, so that the Act did not, as it 
was said it would, sweep them all away. 
What the Act did do was to stop the in- 
crease of these Jizences, which had been 
gong on with great rapidity, and they 
were not dealt with in therough and ready 


(11.14.) Corongs, LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping) said he regarded this Clause 
as an endeavour to cripple a most 
respectable trade by means of fresh 
legislation. The Home Secretary had 
made an attack upon the firm of Messrs. 








way which the hon. Gentleman said they 
were. A question has been asked as to 
whether a grocer whose present licence 


Gilbey because they had organised 
an opposition to this Clause in the belief 
that it would injure their trade. The 





8 taken away by the local bench 
would have a right of appeal. The 
Government have inserted a sub-Clause 
granting an adequate appeal. Not one 
tingle complaint has ever been made 
gainst the Act of 1882, and all that 
we propose is to deéal with the 
grocers’ licences in precisely the same 
Way, and place them under the same 
control, as the beer licences. The 


question which the House has got to 
VOL, CX, [FoURTH SERIES. ] 
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right hon. Gentleman said tkat certain 
Members of the House had received four 
telegrams from Messrs. Gilbey urging 
them to vote against the Bill. But he 
maintained that that respectable firm, in 
so doing, were only exercising their un- 


doubted right and privilege in endeavour- 


ing to place the views of the trade fairly 


before the House. He was not going to 
take any notice of the right hon. Gentle- 
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man’s taunt, and would vote according to 
his conviction. They had heard from 
the outspoken Member for Battersea that 
drink was the curse of the English nation ; 
but that was a fault which all of them 
hoped would be cured in time. Another 
hon. Member had enlarged on the evils 
of drink, and said that the present licens- 
ing system was illogical and confusing, 
and that what was wanting was uni- 
formity. That was true, but why should 
they fall on the grocers’ licences in order 
to obtain uniformity ? The hon. Gentle- 
man had said that there was no evidence 
before the Royal Commission in regard to 
the habit of drinking by women, but 
that if the doctors or the heads of 
inebriate homes were consulted it would 
be. found that women and children 
were the principal sufferers from the 
grocers’ licences. If that were so, why 
did not he and his friends go before 
the Royal Commission and have that 
evidence inserted in the Blue-book? 
If there was a direct connection, as the 
Home Secretary had alleged, between 
female drunkenness and female mortality 
and grocers’ licences, they ought not to 
adopt the medium course proposed by 
the Bill but to abolish them altogether. 
He regretted very much having to vote 
against his colleague, but he would 
certainly do so, in the belief that they 
were not acting very fairly by this 
Clause to this particular trade. 


Licensing 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said he should like to say a few words 
in reference to this question from an 
entirely neutral point of view. He did 
not agree with the hon. Member for 
Battersea that while the publicans had 
made their hundreds off drunkards, the 
grocers had made their thousands. He did 
not intend to vote for this Clause on the 

Colonel Lockwood, 
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ground that he thought it would involye 
the complete extinction of all those 
grocers who were carrying 
extremely important trade. He was 
actuated by no such reason. He agreed 
that this question should be logically 
dealt with. The alternative to the 
proposition in the Clause had been 
admirably stated by the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division and the hon, 
Member for Bolton. The Amendment 
raised the old controversial issue between 
free and regulated trade, and they had 
in a new form to discuss over again 
a question which had agitated Parlis 
ment for over 300 years, viz., whether 
the liquor trade in the various develop. 
ments which it had exhibited as society 
changed its form should, or should not, 
be subjected to some measure of regula- 
tion. Let him ask the House what 
were the reasons by which Parliament 
had been guided in regulating the trade 
in liquors, and vesting the control of 
the trade in justices of the peace. If 
any one looked at the Acts of Parliament 
passed under the Stuarts, it would be found 
that the object with which this control was 
given to the magistrates was to check 
drunkenness, and to prevent “the haunting 
of inns and tippling houses.” They were 
now dealing with the sale of intoxicating 
beverages in depdts which were not 
places of public resort, but places where 
ordinary retail trade was carried on. If it 
had been demonstrated in fact that the 
trade conducted at the places in question 
tended to promote drunkenness, there was 
a case within principles which had been 
consistently applied for supporting this 
Clause. In 1882 Parliament passed 4 
Statute which gave the justices absolute 
discretion in regard to off-licences dealing 
with the trade in beer. Was there any 
opponent of this Clause ingenious enough 
to suggest a logical distinction, that could 


on an 
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be expressed in intelligible terms, by 
which beer could be placed in one cate- 
gry and spirits in another? By 
the Statute passed in 1882 the justices 
had absolute discretion with regard 
to all off-licences relating to the 
trade in beer, and, therefore, before the 
grocer could sell his bottled beer he had 
to submit the conduct of that trade to 
the discretion of a bench of magistrates. 
Itit was right in 1882 to give the justices 
absolute discretion in regard to the sale of 
beer, it might well be said that twenty 
years afterwards the same necessity had 
arisen to regulate the trade in spirits, 
vhich was probably more injurious than 
the trade in beer. No doubt beer was 
irmerly more likely to encourage 
dmmkenness than spirits were, but it 
did not follow that that was the case 
today. He submitted that the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission, 
wupled with the fact that the legislation 
i 1882 created a precedent, logically 
ommitted the House to extend the 
provisions of that Act, and to leave the 
tmttol of grocers’ licences to the judicial 
iretion of the magistrates. They 
mild not leave the law as it now stood. 
twas illogical and inconsistent, and led 
othe growth of an evil which could not 
le checked, and therefore when the 


tovernment came forward in courageous 
position to a large body of feeling 
mong their own supporters, he trusted 
tut they would receive the support of 
“ery Member on the Liberal benches. 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stret- 
irl) said he should like to take the 
te attitude as the Home Secretary in 
initing the discussion to the Amendment 
tore the House, because if they followed 
lishon. and learned friend opposite they 

ald Open a very large field of inquiry. 
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He thought it was extremely important to 
see on what grounds the Home Secretary 
justified the proposals contained in the pre- 
sent Bill, and also to see how far he had 
dealt with the objection legitimately raised 
to his proposed means of treating grocers’ 
licences. There were only two argu- 
ments used in favour of the Home 
Secretary’s proposals, and neither of them 
was sound, or would justify the proposal 
in the Bill. The Home Secretary 
imagined that those Members who were 
opposed to the particular method of 
dealing with grocers’ licences were 
influenced by one or two telegrams which 
they had received from their constituents. 
It was a paltry suggestion that they could 
be influenced one iota by these telegrams. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that what he had 
stated was that the organisation against 
the Bill had been got up by Messrs Gilbey. 
He did not mean to imply for a moment 
that hon. Members took up an attitude 
contrary to their convictions. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: He accepted at once 
what had been said by the Home Secre- 
tary that no hon. Member was in the 
least likely to be influenced by those 
telegrams; and he did not know why 
they had been referred to at all. The 
other argument used by the Home 
Secretary was based on the recommenda- 
tions of the majority Report of the 
Royal Commission. He would, first of 
all, point out that what was proposed in 
the Bill was nothing like the recommenda- 
tions of the majority Report. But apart 
from the Royal Commission altogether, 
they had perfect liberty in questions of 
that kind to argue the matter out, and 
discover what the truth was. Did the 
majority Report really recommend what 
was in the Bill? He said certainly not 

EB2 Ath» 
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The proposal in the Bill was simply to 
put grocers’ licences on the same footing 
as ordinary licences. That differed in 
three very important respects from the 
proposal in the majority Report. First of 
all, the Report proposed an alteration in 
the tribunal. He was not saying a word 
against the magistrates, but it was 
the manner in which the law was ad- 
ministered, especially in licensing cases, 
that was important, as there were no 
fixed rules for the guidance of the 
tribunal, It was of importance in giving 
new control to consider the character of 
the body to whom it was given, and it 
seemed to him absurd, if he might say so, 
to call in the aid of the majority Report 
of the Royal Commission when an 
essential part of that Report was to alter 
the controlling authority, which it was 
not proposed to alter in the Bill. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that surely his 
hon. friend had not the words of the 
Report in his mind. It distinctly said 
“ magisterial.” 


*Mr. CRIPPS said it was a question of 

the conditions under which the control 
was exercised. The Royal Commission 
very rightly reported a suggestion by 
which the vast amount of prejudice so 
often introduced into licensing cases 
might be minimised. Magistrates did 
not always act in what he might call a 
judicial spirit ; and the conditions often- 
times did not permit of judicial test. 
He maintained that it would be an 
immense alteration if the majority Repor; 
were brought into force, as regarded the 
body by which the so-called control was 
to be exercised. The grocers’ licences 
were selected because they were the least 
able to protect themselves between the 
trade on the one side, and the teetotal 
, Mr. Cripps. 
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party on the other. The Home Seere 
tary had taken the line of least resistance, 
when he omitted to deal with the ante. 
1869 beer houses from which the real eyil 
arose. The Royal Commission stated in 
the strongest terms that where the 
conditions of a trade were altered to its 
detriment, that ought to be coupled with 
a@ measure of compensation. From 4 
Conservative point of view, that was 
an extremely important consideration, 
He did not want to give up the principle 
which was the essence of Conservative 
feeling on the subject, and where there 
were recommendations detrimental to a 
particular trade, there ought to be com- 
pensation. The opposite was in his 
opinion a gross interference with the 
rights of a minority, because a particular 
trade was always in a minority. There 
fore, it seemed to him absurd, when they 
found a proposal in a Bill based on the 
majority Report, that the substantial 
recommendations of that Report, which 
differentiated it from the minority Report, 
should have been omitted altogether. 
Anyone reading the two Reports would 
come to the conclusion that the proposals 
in the Bill were based on the minority 
Report, and substantially on the minority 
Report only. The majority Report was 
in favour of control with compensation. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he denied that the 
majority Report contained, with reference 
to the point now under discussion, any pro- 
posal for compensation as regarded grocers 
licences. When dealing with full licences 
they said there should be full compen- 
sation. When dealing with ante-1869 
beer houses, they said there ought to be 
compensation ; but when they dealt with 
the question of putting grocers’ licences 
under full magisterial control, there was 
not a single word about compensation. 
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*Mr. CRIPPS said he could only differ 
with the Home Secretary on the point, 
as in his opinion no one could read the 
majority Report without seeing that it 
said a great deal about compensation for 
grocers’ licences. They had dealt with 
it in a double form. They said that 
grocers’ licences were to be contributeries 
to the compensation fund, and were to 
have the benefit of that fund if their just 
interests were interfered with. He agreed 
that they ought not to benefit remaining 
licences, and that, therefore, the remain- 
ing licences ought to provide the com- 
pensation fund themselves. Nothing 
could be more just than that principle ; 
it was the principle adopted in the 
majority Report and applied specifically 
to grocers’ licences. What was the nature 
of the business carried on under grocers’ 
licences? It was a business of the most 
harmless kind, and nothing had been 
proved as regarded its general conduct. 
It enabled people to be more temperate 
and more moderate, by escaping the 
temptations of the public-house, and by 
providing them with drink which they 
No harm had 


could enjoy at home. 
been proved against that class of licence, 
and not a word in the majority Report 
suggested that they had not been pro- 


perly carried on. He begged the Home 
Secretary to read the majority Report 
again. From beginning to end of it 
there was no allegation of any sort or 
kind against grocers’ licences. He need 
not go into sententious platitudes as 
to how they all abominated drunkenness 
a a crime in itself, and the mother 
of still worse crimes. They were all 
agreed as to that. But where they 
had a trade harmlessly conducted, 
were they going to interfere with it 
because of isolated cases of individual 
misconduct. If that principle were 
adopted, every free trade in the country 
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would disappear. Were they going to 
stop the butcher or the baker? No 
more had been proved against grocers’ 
licences than against any other legitimate 
trade in the country. Let them punish 
any licencee heavily who misconducted 
himself, but it was the worst possible 
principle of legislation to attack a whole 
trade or trade interest, merely because 
of individual cases of misconduct. As 
to the question of one control, there 
was, as a matter of fact, one control 
up to a certain point. No grocers’ 
licence could be obtained unless the 
magistrates were satisfied both as to 
the character of the individual and 
the character of the premises in which 
the trade was to be carried on. Those 
were the two guarantees that were 
required. If greater protection against 
misconduct were required, no one would 
object to it. But that was not what 
was proposed in the Bill. They proposed 
to interfere with a legitimate trade 
against which no general case had 
been established, either with reference 
to its conduct or to its effect on the 
public. He appealed to Conservative 
feeling in the House not to attack a 
particular trade which was conducting 
a harmless business in a moderate 
manner. A trade of that kind should 
not be interfered with, unless some 
substantial case was made out against 
it. It certainly should not be interfered 
with on the flimsy pretence of individual 
cases of misconduct, which proved 
nothing at all, except as against the 
individuals concerned. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
he thought many hon. Members and 
the public at large were very much 
indebted to the Government for taking 
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up what had always been a thorny 
question ; and he felt that they ought 
to give the Government their support 
in the very moderate scheme of temper- 
ance reform they had put before the 
House. His hon. and learned friend who 
had just spoken prefaced his observations 
by saying that he did not think it was a 
case in which they ought to apply the 
principles of logic, and he certainly has 
carried that out. His hon. and learned 
friend asked why should they interfere 
with a trade properly carried on, and 
if they did interfere with it, why should 
they not also interfere with the butcher 
and the baker? That was to say that 
his hon. and learned friend desired to 
re-open the settled policy of the country 
in regard to intoxicating liquor. His 
hon. and learned friend’s argument really 
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re-opened the whole question, and if 
carried to its logical conclusion, it would 
mean Free Trade all round. Parliament 
had decided, however, that that trade 
should be kept under magisterial con- 
trol. He asked, Would any hon. Member 
attempt to show why in that matter 
beer and spirits should be dealt with 
differently, and why one should be under 
control and the other should not? He 
ventured to think that no reason what- 
ever had been shown why they should 
not support the Government in this very 
useful legislation with reference to 
temperance. 


(11.55.) Question put, 


The House divided :—Ayes, 298 ; Noes, 
68. (Division List No. 248.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Bull, William James 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Bullard, Sir Harry 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Burns, John 


Arkwright, John Stanho 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bago 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John Geo 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Cecil, Evelyn 


Butcher, John George 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud | Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry | Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
t, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw, H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Alexander | Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
(Aston Manor) 


Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Doughty, Geo 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duucaa, 3. Hestiogs 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Balfour, as C. B. (Hornsey) |} Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | Ellis, John Edward 


Balfour, Rt 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. | Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

nm, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William | Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks | Charringto 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


nGerald W.(Leeds | Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worc’r | Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 


Bhown , Sir M. M. 
pa 


Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montaga 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 





Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
—e Hunter 
Cran e, Viscount 
Crean, Eugene 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
se senator ~~ eae 

ple, Sir es 
Dee Alfred (Carmarthen) 





Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(City of Lond. 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 


Grant, Corrie 
pam Wee eee 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS. Edm’r: 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Kt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanle 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
ivginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,Jno.(Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
laurie, Lieut. -General 
law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
layland-Barratt, Francis 
leamy, Edmund 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
e, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lloyd-George, David 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Iueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lacas, Keginald J. (Portsmouth 


on, W. 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
ona, John Cumming 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Austin, Sir John 
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MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A, W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
fs vee ae gd 

Mon , G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt.Jas r (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W, 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel,Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

ae ag, cag 7 -Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Kt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. [Pee 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


NOES. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bond, Edward : 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 





Bill, 


Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. : 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas, Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton-Karr, He 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Soares, Ernest J, 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R.(Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Helley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastin 
Thompson, DrE C(Monagh’n, 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W, R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Toulmin, George 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, aoe (York, W.R. 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und.Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,O: d (Merioneth) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E. R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J - W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 
wae ae Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 








TELLERS FOR THE AYES, 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 











Fuller, J. M. F. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


Gore, HnG. cae 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 


It being after Midnight, Further Con- 
sideration, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), stood adjourned till Friday. 


FOOD AND ———_- AMENDMENT 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said that 
certain assurances had been given to the 
Irish Members in connection with the 
Bill. He wished to know if they were 
; carried out. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston) said he had promised that the 
Irish salt firkin butter trade should not 
be dealt with in the Bill. 


Mr. JOYCE asked if that promise had 
been carried out. 


Mr. HANBURY : Certainly. 





Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Friday. 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 


Return ordered, “ giving (1) the names 
of the Training Colleges in Ireland, 





Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
| Montagu, Hon.J.Sevtt (Hants. 
| Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’m!'ts | Newdigate, Francis Alexander 

hk. | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
pA ge ana 

Brien, P. J. (Ti ary, N.) 
nee T. P. (Live - 


Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Compton, Lord Alwyne Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton | Purvis, Robert 
on, Thomas Joseph | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Cremer, William Randal Senet, Henry Currie | Ratcliff, R. F 
Cripps, Charles Alfred | Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Reddy, M. 
Delany, William | Lowe, Francis William Robinsop, Brooke 
ke,Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart | MacVeagh, Jeremiah Roche, John 
avin, Michael Joseph | M‘Kean, John Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Flynn, James Christopher | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Rutherford, John 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Thornton, Perey N. 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 





liverpool) 


Grenfell, William Henry ’Dowd, Jobn Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Gretton, John — William 

Groves, James Grimble Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | TELLERS FOR THE Nogs, 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | Pierpoint, Robert | Mr. Harwood and Mr, 


Disraeli. 


whether under the management of the 
National Board or under local manage- 
ment, on behalf of which application was 
made to the Commissioners of National 
Education within the last three years to 
sanction an increase in the number of 
King’s scholars which each such College 
was authorised to admit to training ; (2) 
the number of King’s scholars in each 
such case which each such College was 
authorised to admit at the time of the 
above application; (3) the increased 
number of King’s scholars asked to be 
authorised for admission in each case; 
(4) the decisions of the Commissioners of 
National Education in each case, giving, 
if the decision was favourable, the in- 
crease authorised in each case.”— (Mr. 
Boland.) 


ILLNESS OF THE KING. 
On the Motion for adjournment— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have just re- 
ceived the following satisfactory informa- 
tion:—“The King continues to make 
satisfactory progress.” 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Twelve o’clock, 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


EXETER AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.t. ]. 

The Chairman of. Committees in- 
formed the House that the promoters do 
not intend to proceed further with the 

. Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not further 
: proceeded with. 


© WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
; BILL. 


~ The Chairman of Committees informed 

2 the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn: The order made on the 

= 19th instant discharged, and Bill com- 

ti 

? mitted. 

SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [z.t.] 


Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. ~ 


BELFAST CORPORATION BILL, 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
amendments agreed. to. 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [a.1]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL, 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL, 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL, 
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CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL, 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [x.1.], 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.1.], 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
ILL [H.L.], 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
sed to the House to form the Select 


mmittee for the consideration of the 
said Bills; viz.— 


M. Winchester. 

E. Bathurst. 

L. Stewart of Garlies. (2. Galloway). 
L. Fermanagh. (EZ. Zrne) (Chairman.) 
L. Wandsworth. 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 
on Tuesday next at eleven o'clock; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 
be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bills. 


OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 


Moved, That the Order made on the 
14th day of March last, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Thursday, the 
19th day of June next,’’ be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; 
agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House tomorrow. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [2.1] 


Amendments reported (according to” 
order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2.) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [H...] 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 
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INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
1902-1903) 


Ex memorandum by the 


to: 


plana’ 
Secretary of State for India. 


WATER TUBE BOILERS. 

Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty 
to consider certain questions rg 
modern types of boilers for nava 


purposes. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


No. 2829. Denmark. 

No. 2830, Spain (Canary Islands). 

No. 2831. Turkey (Benyazi). 

Presented (by places and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS), 
Report of the proceedings of the 
Charity Commissioners for England and 
Wales under the Endowed Schools Acts, 
1869 to 1889, for the year 1901. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
DURHAM). 
Orders made by the County Council 
of the county of Durham altering certain 
lling districts in the county. Laid 
fore the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statute made by the Governing Body 

. of Wadham College, Oxford, on 15th 

March 1902, amending [Clause 11 of 

Statute IT. of the Statutes of the College. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and to be printed. (No. 128.) 


TRAINING COLLEGES. 
Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to order of the 13th 
instant), and to be printed. (No. 129.) 


FINANCE BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next: (The Lord Privy Seal 
(M. Salisbury) ). (No. 130.) 


{LORDS} 
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PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) 
BILL [H.L.] 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 


Message from the Commons for leave 
for the Clerk of the Parliaments to 
attend to be examined as a witness before 
the Select Committee of that House. 
Leave given accordingly, and a Message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith. 


, 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
EArt of HatsBury): Before the noble 
Viscount moves the Second Reading, I 
would appeal to him to put it off fora 
time, so that the Bill may be considered 
There seems to have been some misunder- 
standing on the subject. I am somewhat 
surprised to find that some intimation 
was given in another place that the 
Government were going to support the 
measure. I have had no intimation of 
such an intention, and, if my noble 
friend has no objection, I should be 
glad if he would postpone the Second 
Reading so that the matter could be 
considered. 


Viscount CROSS: At the request of 
the Lord Chancellor I have no hesitation 
in putting off the Second Reading fora 
week. That will give the noble and 
learned Lord time to read the documents, 
which are strongly in favour of the Bill. 


Tue EARL or WEMYSS: If I may 
make a suggestion, it would be that the. 
noble Viscount should put off the Second 
Reading for six months. 


Second Reading put off to Thursday 
next. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o’cloc 
till tomorrow, a quarter 
Four o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 26th June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


GREAT NORTHERN ‘RAILWAY (No. 1) 
BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lorps]. (Kine’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED. ) 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER CON- 


FIRMATION BILL. 


Considered ; to be read the third time | 
upon Monday next. 


—— 


PETITIONS. | 
BANKER, S. H. BADRI PERSHAD. 


Petition of S. H. Badri Pershad Banker, | 
a of grievances ; to lie upon the 
e. 


} 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions against from Hull, Ashton- 
uder-Lyne, Derby, Leicester, Halifax, 
Rochester (two), Shildon, and General 
Asembly of the United Free Church of 

d ; to lie upon the Table. 
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toi be: vend | 


| 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM. | 
ROADS BILL [Lorps]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
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| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


| Petition from Birkenshaw for altera- 
| tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


RAO, KOTTAPPALLI SREENIVASEE. 

Petition of Kottappalli Sreenivasee 
Rao for redress of grievances ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(FRUIT PRESERVING). 


Paper [presented 18th June] to be 
| printed. |[No. 243.] 








POLLING me tes (COUNTY OF 


| URHAM). 
Copy presented of Orders made by the 


| County Council of the County of Durham, 
| altering certain Polling Districts in the 
| County [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented of Statute made by 
| the Governing Body of Wadham College, 
| Oxford, on 5th March, 1902, amending 
Clause 11 of Statute IL. of the Statutes 
of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
[No. 244. ] 


EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND 

. ESTIMATES, 1902-3). 

Copy presented of Explanatory Memo- 
randum by the Secretary of State for 
India [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


| Table and to be printed. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Post Office Savi Bank — Supposed 
Deposit of Mary Reilly. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that a woman, named Mar 
Reilly, of Carrickaluce, Ballyconnell, 
county Fermanagh, Ireland, had a sum of 
£12 in the Post Office Savings Bank at 
the time of her death on the 27th March, 
1902, and that the postal authorities have 
refused to give any information to the 
friends of this woman as to what was 
going to be done with this money ; and 
will he direct that this money shall be 


paid to the next of kin of Mary Reilly. 


F 2 
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(Answer.) There is no reason tojsuppose 
that the late Mary Reilly, of Carrickaluce, 
Ballyconnell, had an account in the Post 
Office Savings Bank. The supposition of 
her friends that she had such an account 
ap to have been due to a misappre- 
hension.—(Post Office.) 


Shannon Fishery Byelaws—-Local 
Inquiries. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 

ublic inquiry is to be held at Limerick, 

oynes, and Kilrush on the 14th, 16th 
and 18th July respectively by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for Ireland, with the 
object of making such byelaws or regula- 
tions for the more effectual improvement 
of the Fisheries of the River Shannon; 
and, if so, whether notice of the same has 
been advertised in the local press to give 
the matter full publicity. 


(Answer.) The reply to the first = of 
the Question is in the affirmative. Notice 
of the intention to hold the inquires will 
be published in the local press.—(Jrish 
Office.) 


(2.15) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE: 


Iilness of the King. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): Can the 
Secretary to the Treasury say what 
arrangements have been made _ for 
circulating the bulletins as to the King’s 
health ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): After the 
Question put to my right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the jury in the House 
yesterday, I communicated at once with 
the Postmaster General. He has arranged 
to telegraph the morning and evening 
bulletins to all post offices which are open 
for telegraph business. That will apply 
to Sundays also, but if the morning 
bulletin is not issued in time, the latest 
bulletin on Saturday night will be issued. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Is Ireland included in that arrange- 
ment ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It | 


applies to all offices. 
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Tientsin Agreement. 


Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): I to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Russia has withdrawn 
both from the Tientsin Provisional) 
Government and from the conference at 
Peking which has modified the conditions 
of evacution ; and, if so, whether it is the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
and of the Government of Japan to con- 
tinue to act in the matter with France, 
Germany, and Italy, in the absence of eo- 
operation from Russia and the United 
States. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The amended 
conditions for the transfer of the Pro- 
visional Government are to be brought 
before a full meeting of the Fore 
Representatives which will include 
United States and Japanese Ministers, 
His Majesty’s Minister at Peking reports 
that the Russian Member of the Pro 
visional Government who has just left 
Tientsin will not be replaced, and the 
Russian Minister, who has, we understand, 
concurred in the reference to the 
diplomatic body, has stated that he is 
not authorised to take any part in press- 
ing conditions on the Chinese Govern- 
ment of which he does not approve. His 
Majesty's Minister has been instructed to 
endeavour to obtain the modification of 
some of the conditions proposed. 


Morley Estate, County Cavan. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lo 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the sergeant in charge of the 
Royal Irish Consta ngs oo Blacklion, in 
the County Cav , on various. 
oceasions since Ist May, 1902, asked 
parties to become bailiffs to the new 
owners of the Morley estate, is aa 
two police pensioners who reside near 
Blacklion ; and will he say whether it & 
within the duty of the police in Ire 
to provide bailiffs for landlords, or inter- 
fere in disputes between tenants 
their landlords; and will he direct an 
investigation into these charges, and t 
the manner in which this police sergeant 
has discharged his duties since he came 
| to Blacklion. 
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Tat CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
LAND (Mr. WyNnpDHAM, Dover) : In April | Can the Chief Secretary state what are 
the agent on this estate wrote to the | the numbers of Protestant and Roman 
County Inspector inquiring if he knew a | Catholic boarded-out children in Ireland 

ice pensioner who would act as bailiff. | respectively ? I should also like to ask 

couple of pensioners were interviewed in him whether, in order to end this un- 
the matter by the sergeant. There is seemly quarrel, it would not be wise for 
nothing significant or unusual in this, as | the Government to stretch a point, and 
the police authorities keep a list of! appoint a second inspector. 
ioners who desire civil employment, 
and applications are frequently made for! Mr. WYNDHAM: I have all along 
the services of such men by employers of pointed out that if this appointment is 
all classes. The police do not interfere in | 4 success I should be prepared to entertain 
disputes between the landlord and tenant. | 4 second appointment. But there must 
The sergeant at Blacklion is reported to | he work for the second officer to do, and 
be an efficient officer. those persons who try to demonstrate 


: . |the uselessness of the first inspector 
Inspection of mies, out Chlites in deprive me of the only argument I could 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : have of appointing another. 


Ibeg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
has received a resolution passed | Will the right hon. Gentleman reconsider 
his decision as to the appointment of a 


imously by the Mountmellick Board | 
ee ee ee | lady inspector of workhouses in Ireland ? 


of Guardians on the 14th June, protesting | 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 





against the appointment of a English | 
Protestant lady as inspector of boarded- 


out children, declining to give any in-| is 4 larger question. 
formation to this lady, and = for the 


appointment of an Irish Roman Catholic, Business of the House. 
as all the boarded-out children in the} Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
union are of that faith; whether he is| Thanet): Can any Member of the 
aware that resolutions in similar terms |Government indicate the order of 
have been passed by other unions; and | business next week ? 
will he say what steps he proposes taking 
in the matter. *Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
: _ | TARY To THE TREASURY (Sir WILLIAM 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The present in-| Watronp, Devonshire, Tiverton): To- 
spector has only very recently been morrow we take the Licensing Bill, and 
appointed. Until the Government has | 9) Monday probably the Education Bill. 
had some practical experience (after a 
reasonable interval) of the working of the 
duties of the officer, the question of the| MESSAGE TO THE LORDS—PUBLIC 
4ppointment of a second inspector could ACCUUNTS. 
not be entertained. In order to make a| Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
tase for a second appointment the first | Lords to request that their Lordships 
Tequisite seems to be that all parties | will be pleased to give leave to the Clerk 
should co-operate to prove the usefulness | of the Parliaments to attend to be ex- 
of the first appointment. amined as a Witness before the Com- 
mittee of Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur 


2. DELANY: What salary does | Hayter.) 
overnment proselytiser get 1 MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—PUBLIC 
ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Is it! ‘That they give leave to the Clerk of 
Rot an improper imputation to call this the Parliaments to attend to be ex- 
English lady a Government proselytiser ?| amined as a Witness before the Select 
Committee appointed by this House 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Asa matter of fact | on Public Accounts. 
she is not an English but an Irish lady. 
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SUPPLY. [14TH AuLorrep Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] - 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Crass IV. 


Motion made, and Question pro * 
“That a sum, not exceeding £707,712, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for Public Education in 
Scotland, and for Science and Art in 
Scotland, including a Grant in Aid.” 


cay Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
A. GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : In the 
few remarks whieh according to custom I 
shall have to address to the Committee 
upon this estimate, there is nothing of 
a very startling nature either to communi- 
cate to the Committee or to com- 
ment upon. The general position of 
the education system in Scotland at 
the present moment is, I am glad to say, 
one of steady and quiet progress. As the 
Committee are aware, in the last few 
years a considerable number of changes 
have been made. Those changes have had 
to do with the general curriculum of edu- 
cation, and, more especially, with the 
methods of testing efficiency in the various 
State-aided schools which have at this 
moment reached a point at which frequent 


changes would not be a matter for con- 
prema. because the changes to which 
have alluded have been received with 
eneral satisfaction upon both sides of the 
ouse. Their operation has so far been 
beneficial ; and it is now desirable to con- 
solidate the practice which has arisen from 


those changes. During the past year 
there have been several occasions upon 
which the Department has thought it 
right to issue circulars ; but thosecirculars 
have merely beenissued for guidance where 
it was needed ; and I hope the Committee 
will approve what has been the universal 
practice of this Department, namely, to 
issue these circulars direct to the managers 
of the schoolsrather than to trust that their 
views should permeate to them by mean 
of instructions issued to the inspectors. 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 






Having warned the Committee that Ihave 
nothing’ novel or surprisin, ing to tell it, 
perhaps I may be permitted to say a few 
words on the outstanding features of this 
year’s report. Inthe first place, so far as 
the great picce de résistance of our educa- 
tional affairs—theday Code—is concerned, 
it is practically unaltered since last year, 
The actual statistics for the year show 
a steady advance on those of the previous 

ear. For instance, the number of 
schools is 3,141, as against 3,135, an in- 
crease of 6 ; the accommodation is 
921,119 places, as inst 903,134, an 
increase of 17,985; the numbers on the 
school register were 767,421, as — 
756,558, an increase of 10,863 ; and the 
average attendance was 636,374, as 

inst 629,038, an increase of 7,336. 

e census returns for 1901 show an in- 
crease of 11-09 per cent. in the population 
of Scotland during the last ten years, and 
it is interesting to compare the leading 
educational figures for that period, keep- 
ing that increase of the population m 
view. The school accommodation has 
increased by 25 per cent., the numbers on 
the school register by 13 per cent., and 
the number in average attendance by 18 
per cent. In re to those figures we 
must keep in view, not only the increase 
of the population, but also the prolonged 
school life of the pupils. The average 
attendances, as compared with the num- 
bers on the register, were 79-4 per cent. 
at the beginning of that period of ten 
years, and 82-9 per cent. at the end; 
while the percentage of scholars on the 
school register over 12 years of age was 
15°91 at the beginning of that period and 
is now 20°53. When ou take the com- 
bined effect of these figures it is not an 
unjust deduction to draw from them 
that the efficiency of the schools, both 
in teaching power and equipment, 
has made very satisfactory progress. 
Of course that progress has been accom- 
panied by the necessity of additional 
expenditure; and consequently there 
need not be any surprise to find at the 
beginning of the period that the average 
cost per scholar in average attendance 
was £2 3s. 10d., whereas at the present 
time it is £2 16s. 33d. Of that increased 
expense the greater part has been borne 
locally, the income from the rates for 
public schools having increased from 
lls. 73d. to 19s. 33d. per scholar, while 





the contribution from the Imperiab 
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Exchequer in the shape of annual grant 
has increased from £1 0s. 33d. to 
£1 2s. 84d. In the estimate for the 
current year it will be found that the 
jncrease under the annual grant for day 
scholars is rather above the normal rate. 
This is due to an unusual rise in the 
average attendance on which the esti- 
mate is based. The rate per head has 
risen 24d., from £1 2s, 84d.to £1 2s, 11d.; 
but in the previous year the rise was 

The estimated increase in the 
average attendance has more than 
doubled as compared with the previous 
year. The figures for the various years 
are as follows— 


1899-1900 
1900-1901 
1901-1902 634,500. 
1902-1903 645,404. 


and inasmuch as this last total is based 
on the actual average attendance for the 

ear ending the 30th September, 1901, 
it looks as if the more elastic conditions 
of the new code have had some effect in 
improving the attendance. I think itis 
afair deduction to be drawn from these 
os. I ought also to remind hon. 

embers of the Act of 1901, which 
made 14 the age for ordinary attend- 
ance to cease, and which also introduced, 
instead of the old labour certificate, 
exemption, not by examination but by 
School Boards, for actual reasons sub- 
mitted. That Act was introduced by my 
right hon. friend the Member for South 
Aberdeen, it was subjected to a consider- 
able amount of pruning, but the altered 
system it involved became part of 
the policy of the Government. It is too 
early to have statistics as to the working 
of the Act, but I am enabled to say that 
the Education Department have every 
reason to believe from what they have 
seen that the School Boards of Scotland 
are exercising that judgment which was 
committed to them in a sensible and 
temperate way, and that they are 
granting exemptions with due regard to 
the particular circumstances in which 
they are required. On the whole, we 
have no doubt that the combined effect 
of the changes will certainly be to in- 
crease considerably the ordinary pro- 
longation what I may call school life. 

I next come to a code which in its 
present form makes its appearance for 
the first time—the Continuation Code. 





631,515. 
629,867. 
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It comes as a substitute for the old Con- 
tinuation School Code, and the various 
regulations that were made from time 
to time in respect of science and art 
classes. The Continuation Code provides 
a certain amount of secondary educa- 
tion for those whose circumstances 
compel them immediately after the 
termination of elementary school life 
to betake themselves to the serious 
bread-winning of the world. I would 
particularly ask the attention of 
the Committee to the well thought 
out circular of August, 1901, in regard 
to this matter, for it expresses much 
better than I could the views of the 
Department as to what these continua- 
tion classes should be. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): Was it issued as a Parlia- 
mentary document ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not think so. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: There have 
been a good many circulars issued, and 
as they may be referred to in the course 
of the debate it is well to be clear as 
to which is referred to. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: An 
hon. Member has no difficulty whatever 
in obtaining any circular he desires. 
But the one Iam referring to is not a 
public or Parliamentary Paper. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): Then how are we to get it? 


*mMr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
circulars are issued by the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department to all the schools 
in Scotland. Any hon. Member can get 
a copy if he desires on applying to Dover 
House. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
suggested that they might well be 
included in the annual report in future. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is 
rather embarrassing to discuss this point 
just now. If the report is to embrace 
all the circulars issued, it would involve 
an enormous amount of printing. I have 
always done my best to give hon. 
Members access to these documents. 
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Mr. EUGENE WASON: We have 
not seen this one. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
we against the idea that hon. 
embers are necessarily to be treated as 


a sort of baby. They must exercise a 


certain amount of initiative. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON: I rise to order. 
Is the right hon. Gentleman in order in 
calling me a baby ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I ask 
the leave of the Committee to read a few 
sentences from this circular, as they 
show the general policy of the Depart- 
ment in issuing the new Continuation 
Code. They are as follow— 


“The present Code is a further step in the 
process of re-organising the educational system 
of the country (in so far as that is controlled 
by Departmental regulations) which their 
Lordships entered upon in 1898, when the 
administration of science and art grants in 
Scotland was transferred to the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department. The first important step in 
that process was taken in the Code of 1899, 
which dealt with the organisation of schools 
aided under the Code and utilised the money 
hitherto given for specialised instruction of 
various kinds in these schools, both under the 
Code and the Directory, for the more generous 
support of advanced instruction of a general 
character beyond the merit certificate stage. 

* ~ the Minute of the 24th August, 1900, a 
second important step was taken. In that 
Minute they dealt with the conditions of 
Science and Art instruction in schools which, 
though not eligible for grants under the Code, 
were in receipt of grants under the Science and 
Art Directory. 

“In both these cases their aim has been to 
simplify and consolidate school work by making 
instruction in science and art, of a Kind and 
amount to be determined by the general aims 
of the school, an integral part of the general 
education given to all pupils, rather than to 
encourage the teaching of a multitude of 
subjects to special sets of pupils. 

“The Continuation Class Code, on the other 
hand, pre-supposes that this general education, 
whether of an elemen or a more advanced 
character, is ended, that the pupil has 
definitely left school, that he is either engaged 
in some ig ype or is making special 
preparation for entering upon it, and that 
what he desires and n is instruction 
dictated by his experience of the requirements 
of life and of his particular occupation. Even 
when the subject matter is the same, the 
method of instruction will be considerably 
different from what it is, or ought to be, in 
schools which aim at giving a general educa- 
tion, whether of the elemen or secondary 
type; and, now that provision been made 
in the present Code for specialised instruction 
adapted to the most varied requirements, it 
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will be matter for consideration whether 
further steps may not be taken to relieve the 
curriculum of the schools proper, whether 
elementary or secondary, from elements and 
subjects which are foreign to their proper 
purpose.” 
It isideally meant for those who have 
not time to go on with secondary educa- 
tion as a general curriculum, but who, 
having already become engaged in the 
practical work of life, want a certain 
amount of secondary instruction in 
supplement of what they have already 
learnt, and also some __ specialised 
instruction. While that is the ideal, 
there is, unfortunately, another function 
which the evening classes very conspicu- 
ously perform—namely, to supplement 
the deficiency of education in the 
primary schools. It is, unhappily, too 
true that many go through their course 
of elementary instruction and emerge 
from it without remembering all that 
they are supposed to have learned, and, 
awakening a little later in life to the 
true advantage of educational require 
ments, are anxious to have a place where 
they can learn that which they should 
have learned long since. That is not lost 
sight of, for the circular goes on to say— 
“Whatever the success of these measures 
may ultimately be—and it is to be hoped that 
it will be great—for the present the fact has to 
be faced that considerable numbers of pupils 
who have left school are still lacking in those 
elements of a general education which would 
enable them to profit by specialised instruction 
in almost any form. It is to meet the case of 
these pupils that the preparatory classes of 
Division I. are included. in the Code, but this 
division of the Code should be oe = 
serving a temporary urpose only, an I 
elimination should be elfected by well-directed 
effort to prolong attendance at school, and to 
diminish the interval that might otherwise 
exist. between the school proper and the con- 
tinuation class.” 


Accordingly, hon. Members will find that 
the Continuation Code is not a hard and 
fast code. The first division deals with 
the functions of the evening continua- 
tion classes, while the difference between 
Divisions II. and III. is explained by 
the following words— 





“Both pre-su the instruction of the 
Pupils ins oo merd or a well-defined and 
homogeneous group of subjects, of practical 
value to them in view of their occupations ; 
but whereas in certain cases local circum- 
stances may render it possible to arrange 4 
comprehensive and La, gece course of — 
extending over several years, in others 

continuity of instruction cannot be looked for, 
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and sections or ents only of the complete 
eourse can be deait with, these being deter- 
mined by the prevailing wants of pupils and 
the sup i of teachers with suitable qualifica- 
tions. This latter case is provided for by the 
tions under Division II., but it is to be 
remembered that desultory instruction of this 
kind, though not without its value, is but an 
imperfect substitute for the systematic and 
study required for recognition under 

ision III. ; and, wherever possible, courses 
should be arranged under that division—under 
which alone the objects of this Code can be 
fully carried oat—in preference to Division IL.” 


[hope that these sentiments will commend 
themselves to hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
The fourth division in the Code deals 
with such matters as gymnastics, drill, 
and music, and there is one sentence 
under this head which I cannot forbear 
to read— 

“My Lords dissent entirely from the view 
that pupils should be coaxed or bribed into 
dteoling continuation classes by adventitious 
attractions,” 
adding that students who attend 
om account of such attractions would 
oly be likely to retard the progress of 
the more earnest students. In listening 
tothe debates on the education of the 
aster country, I remember some very 
tloquent sentences of the Vice-President 
to asimilar effect. 

This is a general summary of 
what is striven to be effected by the 
Continuation Code, and I can only 
wk hon. Members to study it for 
themselves. Asit is a new Code, it is 
obviously too soon to know what success 
will attend it. But there are one or two 
mall matters I must allude to. In the 


first. place, representations have been 


mde by Highland counties that the 
tonditions attached to these schools are 
to onerous. The Department has 
considered that very carefully, and, 
though they wish to make matters easy 
forlocalities, they cannot go the whole 

h of giving assistance where there 
Bno local assistance given atall. The 
idinary assistance demanded by the 
Department making a grant is, of course, 
leal; but now, Article 51 of the Code 
has been modified to meet the case of the 
Highland counties, and instead of local 
iistance to the extent of one-fourth 
being required, the proportion to be 
msisted on has been reduced to one- 
tighth. It is also complained by the 
districts referred to that too much at- 
dance is asked. The Department, 
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however, are of opinion that they will 
never get any good educational results 
at all unless they insist on a certain 
amount of attendance, and on this point, 
therefore, they are not prepared to give 
way more than they have done already. 

Now I pass on to call attention to 
another matter of novelty and interest, 
viz., the special arrangements made 
under Article 87 of the Code. The 
Article is in these terms— 

‘The Scotch Education Department may 
from time to time exempt any technical 
college, schoo! of art, or pos special institu- 
tion eligible for grants under this Code from 
the poretens thereof, and may substitute 
therefor, with the consent of the Treasury, a 
special Minute embodying the conditions of 
grants to each such college, school, or institu- 
tion so exempted.” 

The intention of this Article isto exempt 
from the operation of the Code any 
technical college, school of art, or other 
institution which is carrying on technical 
work of an advanced kind ; the amount 
of the grant to such institutions de- 
pending not so much on attendance as 
on the character of the work they are 
carrying on. It is of importance that 
the grants to such institutions should 
not fluctuate, but should be fixed. 
Under this Article “my Lords” have, 
with the consent of the Treasury, fixed 
grants to four institutions—Glasgow and 
West of Scotland Technical College, 
Glasgow School of Art, the Heriot-Watt 
College in Edinburgh, and the Technical 
Institute in Dundee. There are a few 
other cases as to which negotiations are 


going on. 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW: Is it any part 
of the arrangements with these four in- 
stitutions that they shall be specially 
financed? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam 
not quite sure. As I take it, they come 
under a special arrangement whereby 
they are not subjected to the ordinary 
conditions of the Code, although there 
are of course special conditions as to 
supervision. But I will pass from that 
to another point. The administration of 
the local taxation fund for secondary 
and technical education is working 
smoothly and well, and greater regularity 
and co-ordination than has been the case 
in the past has undoubtedly been the re 





sult. As the law is so complicated one need 
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never offer an excuse for reminding people 
of the various sources trom) which these 
moneys come. The first item is the 
amount, which, under the Act of 1890, 
may, at the — of the Town or County 
Council, be allotted to technical education. 
That has been rising very rapidly of late 
years. In 1898-9 the total residue grant 
was £58,793; in 1899-1900, £71,192; 
and 1900-01, £87,600. That was, as 
will be admitted, a very large increase. 
When we come to split up the total residue 

nt, we find that, of the £87,600 
in 1901, £25,153 was allocated to the 
relief of rates, and £62,447 to technical 
education. Including outstanding balances 
in hand, the sum was raised for this year 
to £81,958, and the sum expended on 
technical education was £61,700. Out of 
the £61,700, the amount handed to the 
Secondary Education Committees was 
£16,072. Hon. Members will remember 
that the residue t need not necessarily 
be handed to the Secondary Education 
Committees, but if it is so handed it 
comes within the operation of the Minute. 
Therefore, of the total sum, only £16,072 
was actually under the Minute. 


The next source of supply is the fixed 


amount of £60,000 under the Act of 
1892, which, of course, is distributed by 
Committees. Then the last source is the 
amount available under the Act of 1898, 
known as the Local Taxation Act, which 
is distributed in the terms of the Minutes 
of April, 1899, and June, 1901. The 
amount of that grant is not nearly so 
much. In 1899-1900 the amount was 
£37,109; in 1900-1, £37,795; and in 
1901-2, £38,087. The allocation of that 
in each year was as follows: a fixed sum 
of £2,000 towards higher inspection and 
leaving certificate examination ; £2,000 to 
icultural education ; grants to higher 
class secondary and technical schools under 
ph 3 of the Minute, in 1899-1900, 
£25,450, and in 1900-1, £24,450; and to 
fund established under paragraph 6 of the 
Minute, £7,659 and £9,345 in those two 
respective years. As regards 1901-2, the 
allocation has not yet been made, but I 
have the figures which are available. 
There are the two fixed sums of £2,000 as 
before, leaving available for the pu 
of paragraphs 3 and 6 of the Minute 
£34,087. That sum is now being dealt 
with, and it is estimated that the sum of 
£24,250 will be required for payments in 
the terms of paragraph 3 of the Minute, 


Mr. A. Graham Murraw. 
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leaving available for the establishment of 


funds under h 6 the difference 
between £24,250 and £34,087. 

So much for the supervision of secon 
education under the Minutes. Thove 
an important new departure with regard 
to the training of teachers which is intro- 


duced this year, covered by Article 91 (d): 


of the Day-school Code. Under that, 
the Department pays three-fourths of the 
cost of the classes there mentioned. 
Article 91 (d) is as follows— 

‘Where courses are established by County 
Councils or other local authorities, either 
within their own area, or at an approved 
technical college or other central institution, 
for the further instruction of teachers, as in 
Article 83 (d), according to a scheme approved 
by the Department, and under ihe tg 
whose competence for this special work is 
proved to the satisfaction of the Department, 
there shall be paid a grant amounting to not 
more than three-fourths of the actual expendi- 
ture upon the classes, after deduction of the 
income from fees, provided that such expendi- 
ture is duly set forth in properly audited 
accounts, and is approved by the Department. 

“If the Department, having regard to the 
existing provision for the further instruction 
of teachers in the district, and other circum- 
stances of the case, deem it ve so to do, 
they may ise any School Board, or other 
educational authority recognised under the 
Code, as a ‘local authority’ for the purposes 
of this Article.” 


The result of that is to throw a con- 
siderable additional sum on the Estimates, 
because the provision has been very 
largely taken advantage of. The actual 
figures of what has happened will be found 
in the Blue-book called “Training of 
Teachers.” On pp. 62-65 of that report 
will be found the particulars of 68 
courses sanctioned during the 17 months 
ended March 31st, 1901, while during 
the following 12 months no less than 
134 courses were sanctioned. The result 
has been to increase the Estimates by 
£2,500. 


There are only two other matters of 
interest to which I need call attention. 
The first is as regards the leaving certifi- 
cate examination. The matter of the 
certificates has been re-arranged—circu- 
lars 340 and 358. In future, instead of 
a leaving certificate being given in each 
subject, the proper leaving certificate is 
to be a group certificate. But over and 
above that, there is to be another certi- 
ficate, called the intermediate certificate, 
which is not a group certificate, but @ 
~ egy certificate in a special subject. 
en, to make the matter complete, there 
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is also for those who are going into com- 
qercial life, a special commercial certifi- 
tate, which, so to speak, follows the 
intermediate certificate, but which is not 
of the absolutely general character of the 
p certificate. Full particulars of 
en certificates will be found in the 
circulars to which I have alluded. 

The other matter is that dealt with in 
the Report of the Committee of Council, 
p. 36. The various steps are there shown 
that their Lordships have taken at the 
Edinburgh Museum of Science and Art 
to make that institution more popular, 
and to avail themselves of the additional 
facilities provided by the transference of 
the Science and Art grants from South 
Kensington to Edinburgh. Those steps 
include the opening of the Museum on 
Sundays, which has been to a certain 
extent a controversial topic, but which, 
Iam glad to say, the general feeling of 
Scotland has entirely borne out. I think 
we may fairly claim that they have 
popularised the whole subject, and at- 
tempted to make as much use as could 
be made of the educational value of the 
Museum. 


(3.10.) Mr. THOMAS SHAW’) said 
there was no greater contrast in Parlia- 
mentary life than this discussion with 
aed to the development of Scotch 

tion, and the proceedings, often 


acutely controversial and sometimes so 
thorny, with eee to educational affairs 


south of the Tweed. It was certainly 
to Scotchmen a matter of the greatest 
aatisfaction that, whatever else they 
might have failed to attain, they had 
tt last reached the region of educa- 
tional progress and educational peace. 
The Lord Advocate had made an 
“mirable statement, but, notwithstand- 
Ing its clearness and brevity, the Com- 
mittee were placed in a position of great 
disadvantage by not having been 
furnished with the technical material of 
the various developments of policy which 
had been inaugurated. It would add but 
very few shillings to the cost if copies 
tfall the circulars issued to the teach- 
ing profession were sent to the Scottish 
tpresentatives in the House of Commons, 
md, moreover, the complexity of educa- 
] finance, developed over a series of 
a made it highly expedient that 
entering on the Scottish Education 
Eétimates Members should be furnished 
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with a convenient memorandum in the 
nature of the Budget on the whole 
situation. Although they had differed 
on many matters of policy during the 
last ten years they had striven on both 
sides of the Committee to develo 

education in Scotland, and they phos 
not fail to look back with satisfaction 
upon the history of the last ten years 
as contrasted with the census statistics 
given by his right hon. friend. While the 
population in Scotland had risen by 11 
per cent., in those areas the school 
accommodation had risen by no less than 
25 per cent. So far as he could judge 
of the statistics in the Report of the 
Committee from year to year in Scot- 
land, there was no part of the country 
in which there was not complete 
accommodation for all children of 
school age. The population increased 
by only 18 per cent., but the number 
of scholars on the register increased 
by 13 per cent., and what was better 
still, during those ten years the number 
of children in average attendance had 
increased by 18 per cent. He agreed 
that the prolongation of school life in 
Scotland was immensely to the 
advantage of the community, but the 
increase in the population and average 
attendance was to some extent connected 
with the fact that there was a large 
decrease of the rural population, and a 
corresponding increase in the population 
had taken place in the urban areas 
where facilities for school attendance 
were much greater. He thought that 
explained the figures which the right 
hon. Gentleman had given them under 
that head. 

There were one or two things which 
he wished to say with regard to education 
in its three branches as referred to inthe 
Report now under discussion. He urged 
hon. Members not to give way to the 
feelings indicated in the Reports of the 
Education Department that Scotland 
was a country in which you were able 
to ticket off elementary education from 
secondary schoo's. They should do every- 
thing possible to give every facility for 
boys who had passed the elementary 
stage receiving secondary education even 
in the elementary schools. He looked 
upon higher education in primary schools 
as of great importance, because by this 
means boys could be fitted for university 
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life. Under the present cast-iron ad- 
ministration a boy often had to go 100 
miles away from home before he could 
find facilities for higher and secondary 
education. He had a few remarks to 
offer upon the finances which appeared 
in this Report, and upon certain financial 
proposals which had recently been 
placed before the country. They ought 
to establish in all localities where there 
were primary schools without facilities 
for higher ‘ination convenient centres 


for secondary and higher education. In 
those centres they were to have higher 
secondary schools, but they also wanted 
a very large development of the evening 
continuation school system. They re- 


quired facilities for non-agriculturists 
and the young sons of artisans in remote 
villages. to pursue their studies in con- 
tinuation classes furnished in the primary 
schools of the country. 

There was another Department that 
he was extremely anxious about. He 
did not accuse the Scotch Education 
Department of negligence, but he did 
accuse them of lack of initiation in the 
development of technical schools through- 
out Scotland. He interrupted the Lord 
Advocate to inquire whether there 
was any special grant given to one or 
other of the institutions he referred to, 
including the West of Scotland 
Technical College. In Scotland he 
thought they had now reached the 
stage in both country and town districts 
when there was to be found a neucleus 
of highly educated men engaged in edu- 
cational work, and there was a great desire 
for technical schools in various parts of 
Scotland. The objection was that these 
schools would not be self-supporting, but 
by the aid of grants it was very likely that 
they would become self-supporting. He was 
told that the ratepayers of certain parts 
of England objected to be rated for this 
purpose, but that was not-soin Scotland, 
where the ratepayers were quite willing 
to be rated for technical education. The 
real obstacle in Scotland was that they 
required the initial expenditure in build- 
ings, and this expenditure was far beyond 
the resources of individual localities. 

He desired the Scottish Education 
Department to do two things. In the 
first place they should show more ini- 
tiative in encouraging local efforts in 
the building of technical schools ; and in 
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the second place show a little more 
courage in — the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. If they did thatin Scotland 
they would put every country in 
Europe, with the exception of one or two 
portions of Switzerland, to shame in the 
matter of technical education. He had 
heard what had been said about reliey- 
ing the rates in England, but from their 
point of view they looked upon that with 
contempt. In Scotland they used to pay 
9d. in the £ on the valuation, but now 
they were paying 107d. There was a 
balance due from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to Scotland, and they had not 
got it, and they should go on demanding 
it year after year until they did get it. 
The principle of the equivalent grant 
was said to be dead in regard to educa- 
cational matters, and if that was so it 
had been killed by the Government. 


In the present year there had been a 
special development of that doctrine under 
the new grant of nearly a million of money. 
There was a sum of £900,000 a year to 
be given to England out of the Imperi 
Exchequer, and for what? In order to 
relieve a situation created by putti 
rates all over England for educatio 
purposes. Why should Scotland contribute 
for purposes of that kind into the 
Exchequer of the country, in order to 
bring England up to the ratepaying level 
which Scotland reached in 18727 ii that 
sum was granted for English education out 
of the English Exchequer, by the ordinary 
financial rule applied to Scotland, they 
ought to have an equivalent sum. 
He made no apology whatever for 
raising this question in the House. He 
knew that on both sides Scotch Members 
were absolutely agreed on this topic. In 
the debate two years ago with regard to 
the financial relations between Great 
Britain and Ireland, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer reiterated the principle of the 
equivalent grant which had been laid 
down in 1889 by Lord Goschen, who 
stated that that grant was originated to 
save Ireland and Scotland from the 
disadvantage under which they would 
otherwise have lain. The present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
that it had been held by Parliament, and 
repeatedly acted upon that when a certain 
proportion of the Imperial revenue was 
intercepted from the common ge 
the United Kingdom, and handed over # 
England in relief of local ratepayers, a0 
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equivalent t should be made to 
Scotland and Ireland in the proportions 
of 80,11, and 9 per cent., and that it 
should be expended for the local purposes 
of those other parts of the United 
Kingdom. There was a clear case now 
for applying the principle. There was 
to be £900,000 granted to England for 
the relief of the ratepayers. It was 
tically a grant from the Imperial 
ds, to which Scotland contributed in 
order to enable English ratepayers, 
forsooth, to avoid paying for their 
education in the same way as Scotch 
ratepayers had always been ready to do. 
Under these circumstances, what was 
Scotland’s share? It was £123,500 in 
addition to all the other nts which 
had been mentioned, and, indeed, that did 
not complete the score, because the entire 
contribution made from the Imperial 
Exchequer for English educational pur- 
now was stated to be £1,730,000, 

and therefore Scotland was entitled to an 
equivalent grant of £237,875. Of that 
they only got £40,000. If Scotland had 
the equivalent grant of £123,000 to 
which it was entitled in view of the grant 
to England of £900,000 now, his scheme 
for education would be within reach of 
acomplishment, namely, that there should 
beno son of Scotland who should not be 
able to enter upon the battle of life fully 
equipped with a University education. 
That was his ideal, and he hoped it would 
be realised. It had been realised on a 
splendid scale so far as the Universities 
were concerned by the munificence of 
Mr. Andrew Carnegie. There was now 
an extraordinary situation in Scotland. 
They had primary education free, and 
University education free. They had 
secondary education nibbled at by free 
passes here and there for selected scholars, 
and now and then a bursary. His idea 
was that they should free the entire 
system, so that in the whole of Scotland 
every person of proved capacity to receive 
seondary instruction should not be de- 
from receiving it. He should like 

see, and he made the suggestion in no 
tntroversial spirit, a system by which if 
slocality furnished a fourth or a fifth of 
the expenditure on buildings it would be 
to borrow the remainder on easy 
terms. He wanted Scotch Members to 
thow greater courage in the face of the 
Exchequer, The Chancellor of the Ex- 
luer was a man who required to have 
4united and firm front presented to him, 





and, having that, he would yield to what 
was undoubtedly a national demand, the 
granting of which would be followed up 
by very great national progress. 


*(3.37.) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, W.) said he agreed with what had 
been said by the hon. member for the 
Border Burghs as to the way in which 
the education grant was made to Scotland. 
If the English Education Bill became law, 
and the amount of money pro were 
voted, the united voice of Scotland would 
be raised. The Scotch Members would 
kneck, and he hoped they would not 
knock in vain, at the door of the Ex- 
chequer, demanding that Scotland 
should have a similar grant. He 
believed if they had that grant they 
could go a long way towards solving 
the problems referred to by the 
hon. Sasser for the Border Burghs, 
and in the solution of which Scotch 
educationists took the deepest interest. 
The condition of matters at the present 
time, with regard to technical and second- 
ary education in Scotland, was unsatis- 
factory, and the time had come when it 
ought to be dealt with by legislation, 
Two years ago, the Secretary for Scot- 
land introduced a Bill in the House of 
Lords, with the view of dealing with the 

uestion of secondary education, but it 
did not pass. The delay in dealing with 
the subject was due to the English Bill 
blocking the way. As a solution of the 
English question would probably be 
reached this year, he thought the Scotch 
Members were entitled to ask that the 
Government, in the next legislative year, 
should deal effectively with the question 
of secondary education for Scotland. 
Since the County Committees were estab- 
lished in 1892 there had been very great 
changes in regard to the system of educa- 
tion in Scotland. The Science and Art 
Department ts had been very proper] 
a py 2 charge of the Seote 
Education Department ; and a new Code 
had also come into operation. One great 
feature of the new e was the system 
by which higher grade schools or depart- 
ments had been established. To that 
extent a new and rival system had been 
established which had impinged upon the 
work of the secondary schools in Scot- 
land. The County Committees, however, 
who were charged with the administra- 
tion of secondary education, had been 
tied by the fact—as the Lord Advocate 
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had pointed out—that the sums to be 
expended on that education came to them 
in such a variety of ways that they 
never were perfectly sure as to what the 
amount available for secondary education 
would be. The conditions on which 
these grants reached them were very 
different. For instance, there was the 
residue t of 1890 which was dis- 
tributed between the county and burgh 
authorities, and might be appropriated 
either for technical instruction or for the 
reduction of the rates. He was especi- 
ally glad to think that after the criticism 
which had been passed on the English 
system during the late discussions on the 
English Education Bill, there was perfect 
unanimity on the part of the counties in 
Scotland, that that residue grant should 
be devoted to educational purposes. 
The larger burghs had devoted it in 
the same direction, but with the smaller 
police burghs it was impossible to pro- 
perly apply this fund for the purposes 
of technical education. After many 
years of experience as to the expenditure 
of this money in one of the counties in 
Scotland, he did not hesitate to say 


that one of the great difficulties in 
the administration of the existing system 
was the way in which this fund was 


distributed as between burghs and 
counties. Then there was the fur- 
ther grant coming under the Act of 
1898, but the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment retained that in their own hands, 
and the local education authorities 
had no knowledge as to the precise 
terms on which it was expended. It 
certainly was not expended precisely in 
proportion to the work which was 
accomplished under the general schemes 
sanctioned by the counties. The 
position in regard to variety of funds 
was intolerable in Scotland at the 
present time. He contended that 
these different sums of money, reaching 
in the aggregate to a very considerable 
amount, should be put into one common 
fund, and distributed proportionately to 
each locality which should be responsible 
for their administration in support of 
not only technical but secondary educa- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Border Burghs spoke 
of the readiness of the Scotch people 
to rate themselves for the cause of 
education; but when the Bill of 1900 was 
introduced there was one clause which 


Mr. Renshaw. 
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gave rise to very considerable discussion 
and opposition in Scotland, and that 
was the rating clause which proposed to 
give the local education authorities the 
power to levy a rate up to ld. in the 
£1 for secondary education. He did not 
believe it was necessary that that rate 
should be levied throughout Scotland for 

















technical and secondary education, 
There were other funds which could be 
got, so that it might not be necessary in 
any future Bill to raise funds out of 
the rates, however ready the people of 
Scotland might be to bear that burden, 

The Lord Advocate had dealt with 
the question of the circulars which 
had been issued from time to time 
by the Department. He was not 
- sure that his hon. friend the 

ember for Clackmannan was right in 
saying, inreply to the Lord Advocate, that 
these circulars had not been communicated 
to Members, because some of them were 
quoted verbatim at the end of the Con- 
tinuation Code. But the point he 
wished to refer to was this—last year 
an Act had been passed to regulate 
the employment and attendance of chil- 
dren at school in Scotland. The clause in 
that Bill to which he wished to direct the 
attention of the Lord Advocate was the 
third, by which it was provided that— 

“Tt shall be lawful for any School Board, 
where, after due inquiry in each case, the 
circumstances seem to justify such exemption, 
to grant exemption from the obligation to 
attend school to individual children over 12 
years of age, for such time and upon such 
conditions, if any, as to the amount and 
manner of further attendance at school until the 
age of 14, as the Schoel Board shall think fit.” 
Now he recognised the assiduity of the 
Scotch Education Department, and the 
able way in which the work of education 
in Scotland was conducted. But he pro- 
tested against that Department issuing 





circulars in which they expressed their 
views as to the intention of Parliamentin 








passing a certain Act. Was that to over- 
ride the words of the Act of Parliament 
itself? The first circular which directed my 
attention to this subject was that quoted 
by the Lord Advocate. In the second 
section, on page 2, of the circular dated 
August, 1901, it was stated that— 
“The Education Act of the present year 
confers upon School Boards powers which may 
be used for this purpose, and exemption from 
school attendance in the case of children over 
12 and under 14 ought not to be granted upon 
any certificate of attainment, however satis- 
factory in itself, unless there is evidence to 
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show that the pupil is to enter upon regular | matter of the deepest regret that this 

yment wader maitabie Pago and | matter had taken the course it had. He - 
Wine circumstances “at ae venta» Iai af believed that by a little more diplomacy 
eases exemption, when granted, should be | Mr. Quarrier might have avoided the 
acoompanied by stipulations as to attendance | difficulty into which he had been led. 
at suitable continuation classes. _ | Speaking with full knowledge he could 
Now there was not a word about the cir-| say that the County Council and the 
eamstances of the parents in the Act of | School Board authorities had been more 
Parliament. There might be other cir-| than anxious to strain their powers in 
cumstances altogether... In might be of | order to grant remission of the rates. 
vital importance, in some | igreguend local- | But as the law stood at present, and as 
ities, that children should be employed | the Order of 1894 made a change in 
in some particular industry under regard to the auditing of the accounts of 
fourteen years of age. Another Cit- | joe] authorities, it was possible to make 
cular was issued on 18th December | , surcharge on the members of the local 
1901, in which this system of gloss on | ythorities who had granted illegal ex- 
an Act of Parliament was carried still | gntions. He would like to appeal to 
further. In that circular, the Scotch | the right hon. Gentleman the Lord 
Education Department said that— | Advocate whether it would not be 


; 2 . | possible to place the county and the 

“ lieve it to be the intention of the | P° essay . 
et eee fees to gh wy ey rsh 9 School Board authorities in & position 
ment of school atvendance in respect of every | to do in regard to the Quarrier Homes 
child who satisfies certain conditions |what had been legal in regard to 
viously laid down—such as, for example, the | hospitals aimee the year 1845. He 


Stain of a Merit Cortificnte. would suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 





And then followed the passage to which | man that School Boards should have a 
he took exception— | similar power to that given under Clause 
“But only in respect of those cases where | §7 of the Poor Law Act of 1845 to the 


qecial circumstances, irrespective of anv parochial boards. That Act provided that 


i to justif h 
So appear to jusmy Ne” | it should be lawful for parochial boards 


Now, from his point of view there| © contribute annually or otherwise to 
were numerous objections to the hospitals such sums of money as might 
issue of circulars of that kind. The|Seemreasonable. As far as hospitals were 

| concerned, c not been large 
School Boards of Scotland were not | © ae poet t had not been largely 
mintelligent. They were quite capably | *V@ed of by the parochial authorities ; 
giided by clerks qualified to construe but he thought that a similar provision 
its of Parliament, and form their | should be enacted in regard to School 
i caietae ae reli Re eae Boards; and that they should be em- 
pl ; powered, after considering all the circum- 

a Parliament ; and the Acts of «ances, to subscribe to objects which th 
farliament ought to be allowed to go! Leiieved to be good, if the ye Pp: hed. 
tothe School Boards without any gloss| y1, chould be very clad if hee woke hey 
lan the Scotch Education Department. | 2° S2owld be very if his right hon. 
. pa ~~" | friend would consider that matter, as 
He objected to the Department imposing | ,, was perfectly certain that if the 
on the Schools Boards obligations not|¢.hool Boards had a freer hand, all 
Sens nd en Thy Pn nn existing friction would disappear. If 
eommon with otha School Boards’ in — se aaah anys local anther 
. > | course, necessary that the autno- 
a had been misled by that cir- rity should carefully consider how far 
, : the benefit conferred by an institution 
There was one other matter in con-| was local, and how far it was general. In 
ueetion with the Education Vote on| many cases, the benefit was not confined 
oy rs ae ah | a ae to the a 9 which the home or school 
. Hon. Members had received a| was situated, but was spread all over the 
direular from Mr. Quarrier of Kilmalcolm | country. In the pest he case referred 
MTegard to a decision which had been, to, the benefit was not confined to the 
given by the Court of Session in regard | County of Renfrew and the parish of 
the action he had raised against the | Kilmalcolm, and, therefore, the school 
School Board of Kilmalcolm. It was a| authorities would have to be careful not 
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to impose too heavy a burden on rate- 
payers in the locality for benefits 
which were not confined to the locality 
itself, but which were spread over a wide 
area. He felt strongly on the subject, 
and was very anxious to see an arrange- 
ment arrived at. He thought that by a 
little more kindly consideration on the 
part of Mr. Quarrier for the authorities 
established by law, it would be possible 
to arrive at a modus vivendi. He thought 
that the offer made to Mr. Quarrier by 
the Education Department of a substan- 


tial grant, which he understood was de- 
clined, was an offer which he might very 
reasonably have availed himself of. He 
hoped still that a settlement might be 
arrived at, and that a difficult and painful 
question might be amicably arranged. 


(4.5) -Mr. HALDANE (Haddington- 
shire) said he was inclined to agree with the 
concluding part of his hon. friend’s speech. 
He thought that Mr. Quarrier showed a 
great want of discretion in the difficult 
situation in which he was placed. His 
hon. friend, in an earlier part of his speech, 
alluded, however, to another topic with 
reference to which he did not agree with 
him, and that was the conduct of the 
Education Department in sending out a 
circular interpreting the School Attend- 
ance Act of 1901. He did not agree 
with the view of his hon. friend that the 
Department had, with the circulars issued 
to the School Boards, put a gloss on the 
words or Act. There was a clause in the 
Act of 1901, which some of them had 
doubts about, but which was allowed 
to go through on the understanding 
that the exemptions it provided for in 
the case of children under a certain age 
should be carefully supervised by the 
Education Department, It was the duty 
of the Department under the Act to see 
that the School Boards did their duty in 
the matter of exemptions, and if it 
thought that exemptions were given 
without sufficient reason, then the 
Department was empowered to withhold 


its grant. 


*Mr. RENSHAW said that what he 


og gem of was that the language used 
im the circular differed from the words 


of the Act. 


Mr. HALDANE said that was just 
where he thought the Department had 
not erred. The Department called on a 


Mr. Renshaw. 
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School Board for a return of exemptions, 
and if, after due inquiry, the Depart- 
ment was satisfied that such exemptions 
were granted in circumstances which did 
not justify them, and that the attendance 
was unsatisfactory, it might call on the 
School Board to recall such exemptions, 
and take steps to improve the attendance, 
It was the Department that was the 
judge, and it possessed very wide powers 
over the School Boards. Although the 
section might not have been very clearly 
drawn, he thought the Department had 
acted very wisely in putting the con- 
struction they had put on the Act, not 
only in the public interest but for the 
protection of the children ; and he hoped 
the Department would adhere to it. 

The Lord Advocate opened the debate 
in a speech, which, considering the subject 
matter, was one of admirable lucidity. 
The right hon. Gentleman had the power 
of making the most complicated facts 
plain, but lucid and plain though his 
| speech was, he peal not make it 
| interesting. The spectacle presented by 
the Committee showed how dull a 
Scottish Education debate was. No 
one cared about their proceedings. That 
was not the fault of the Minister or the 
topic, because education in Scotland was 
an interesting topic; it was largely the 
fault of the system. How could a debate 
be interesting when the Lord Advocate 
was constantly referring to circulars and 
minutes in a. manner which might do 
justice to a Russian bureau of educa- 
cation, but which was quite foreign to 
the people of this country. He did not 
believe that much advan had accrued 
to Scotland from the admirable, if some 
what excessive, amount of supervision 
which it received from Dover House and 
from the distinguished permanent 
official who presided there under the 
Minister of the Crown. That official 
had a great of the subject, and a 
knowledge of all its details, and he ex- 
erciséd his power with a determination 
that it should be respected. There were 
only two institutions in Scotland which 
were alive. Dover House was v 
much alive, and it was constantly spread- 
ing out its tentacles and laying hold of 
the entire machinery of education north 
of the Tweed. Then they had the 
School Boards, not always very satis- 
factory, but sometimes very good indeed ; 
and they were alive because a 
were in contact with the public. He 
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thought one of the most valuable contri- | It should not be imagined that every 
butions to the debate was the insistence | person entering a university should study 
of bis hon. friend the Member for West law. He hoped they would not be con- 
Renfrew that steps should be taken to | fined to that, or to theology, which was 
ut the miserable Committees which ex- | worse, or to medicine, which was rather 
jsted in Scotland on a proper footing. | better. He agreed that a good deal 
It was impossible that they could do their | more technical education was required, 
work satisfactorily between Dover House | but expressed the opinion that Scottish 
on one side and the School Boards on the | education would never be perfect until 


other. Having said that, however, the all systems were co-ordinated one with 
fact remained that Seotch education was | another. 


a topic which was deadly dull. He did 
not share the sanguine view of his hon. | 
friend that ogy in Scotland was in | 
a satisfactory and hopeful condition. | ‘ 
Notwithstanding the activity of Dover | ‘#nd, — perwer was the equivalent 
House, and the good step which was | grant. He had often sat in the House 
‘recently taken of transferring the Science | and seen money thrown at Scotland 
and Art Department, and other evidences | when she did not want it. and bs hich 
of progress, which he gladly acknow- | was put into the sink of the relief of 
Jedged, he still thought that education in | of rates, and he had seen the time when 
Scotland was not progressing with that | they could not get money for a necessary 
rapidity which they ought to see relatively | Purpose, owing to this equivalent grant, 


The greatest curse that had ever been 
introduced into the consideration of 
the relations between England, Scot- 


to the rest of the country. The reason, | which worked both ways. 


in his opinion, was that Scottish education, 
instead of being homogeneous, was broken 
up and ground to pieces through conflict 
with other authorities. In England the 


duty of the Education Department was 
not to manage education but to supervise, 


assist, and superintend it. Instead of 
the amount of popular control which 
obtained in England, they in Scotland 
were ruled from a distance under a 
stem which was in many respects admir- 
le, but which was a system of govern- 
ment by minutes and codes. Where was 
the part which the universities of Scotland 
ought to play in this question? The 
universities, as a whole, had not made 
their mission manifest in this matter. 
He agreed with his hon. friend that the 
country ought to be divided into four 
divisions, one to each university, and that 
tach university should be a centre of 
educational influence. They had, how- 
ever, first to make education in the 
Universities better, and the great gift of 
Mr. Carnegie would assist that ; but they 
would not have the Scottish universities 
playing their proper part until they had 
more enlightened governing bodies. The 
teason why the students in Scottish uni- 
Yersities showed a tendency to diminish 
in number was because the methods of 
universities were medieval; and, 
until the system was brought more in 
contact with the industrial life of the 
‘ountry, no real progress would be made 
in the general system of Scotch education. 


VOL. CX. [FourtTH SERIES. | 


At the same 
time he thought they ought to keep a 
careful account of the money given to 
England, earmark it, and, when the 
| time came, make their demands. It 
|did seem hard that, when money was 
given to England, they in Scotland 
should not be able to develop a case for 
| getting money for a thing which 
| urgently required to be done. What he 
disliked about the doctrine of the equiva- 
lent grant was the way in which it 
'was put forward, which resulted in 
| Scotland getting money which it did 
not want, and not getting the money 
which it did. 

There were other topics which had come 
up in the discussion which were worthy 
of some little attention. He was certain, 
| first of all, that education was suffering 
'very much from the narrow standards 
and ideals which were set before the 
teachers. The present teachers of 
Scotiand were the successors of men like 
the old parish school teachers—men, no 
doubt, in many ways’ignorant, but men 
of great individuality, because they were 
allowed to continue their learning on 
their own lines. The present system 
of the training of teachers’ in 
Scotland was avery bad one. It offered no 
encouragement to the teachers to throw 
themselves into contact with the wider 
and larger educational life of the country. 
Until the four chief Scotch Universities 





were induced to buckle to the work of the 
G 
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training of the teachers of the schools, 
they would never get the teachers in the 
proper frame of mindin which they 
should be. It was not the fault of the 
teachers, it was the fault of the law and 
the Constitution. Alter the law, and 
they would get teachers on the broad 
lines of the old parish school teachers of 
Scotland. That part of the body politic 
of Scotch education which required 
more attention at this time than any 
other was the training of elementary 
school teachers. They would never 
get efficient elementary school teachers 
until they were brought into con- 
tact with a much better system than 
they had at the presenttime. In Wales, 
under the operation of the Intermediate 
Education Act of 1889, there had been 
enormous progress ; educational develop- 
ment had so entered into the life of the 
people that, when he contrasted the 
keenness of the Welsh on the subject 
with the feeling of the Scotch, he was 
ashamed of the Scotch. Why should it 
not be possible to establish in each 
University district a Consultative Com- 
mittee for higher education in Scotland ? 
He was satisfied that things would never 
be satisfactory while the Scottish system 
remained the centralised system it was 
at present, and until they adopted the 


plan of making the people themselves | tions. 
| various churches, but in little more 
'than name, except in the case of the 


responsible, in a far higher degree, in 
_ affairs which concerned themselves and 
the future generations most deeply. 


(4.30.) Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark- 
shire, Partick)said he did not want to enter 
into the merits of the Quarrier question, 
but, assuming that the authorities were 
wrong and Mr. Quarrier was right, he 
had had 1,000 children in his charge, 
whom he had left for three years with- 
out elementary education. No man 
who was in charge of so many children, 
with a public building erected for 
the purpose of their education, had 
a right to do such a thing as that. 
It was a strange vagary on -the part 
of a man who had done such good 
public work, and in his opinion was a 
serious dereliction of duty. With regard 
to the question of the grant correspond- 
ing to the new grant for England, the 
matter would be felt as strongly among 
the Scottish Unionist Members as it was 
on the other side, if there was any doubt 
about the corresponding grant to that 


Mr. Haldane. 
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bag to England. The hon. Member 
or the Border Burghs had got heated 
upon the subject, but the matter of the 
grant was so certain that it was un- 
necessary to generate any heat. He 
thought that money, when they got 
it, they ought to use according to their 
needs for educational purposes. He did 
not agree that the universities should 
be made absolutely free to all. It seemed 
to him only perfectly right that those 
who could afford to pay should do go. 
What was really needed in Scotland 
was, additional resources for the train- 
ing of teachers and for higher education. 
He entirely agreed as to the necessity 
of getting an improved class of men ip 
the teaching profession, and of develop- 
ing itfrom a mere mechanical calling into. 
a liberal profession. All the changes 
that were being made in education made 
it the more essential that they should 
move in that direction. Under a system 
in which payment by results was abol- 
ished, the school being judged by impres- 
sions, far higher qualifications were needed 
on the part of the men who were put in 
charge of the children. He was glad that 
greater attention was being given to 
this matter, both by the Department 
and by the universities. The training 
colleges themselves were curious institu- 
They belonged mainly to the 


Roman Catholics, and out of their total 
income of about £57,000, £44,000 came 
from Government grants, and less than 
£2,000 from subscriptions and dona 
tions. The amount supplied by the 
churches was, therefore, very small, and 
it was getting less and less. The ten- 
dency in Scotland was to open the 
teaching profession to those who were 
outside the training colleges, but who 
had attended the universities, and it was 
very desirable that that tendency should 
be developed. The pupil teacher system 
was a thoroughly bad one, and he 
would like to see it abolished altogether. 
It would be better that boys and girls 
should devote their time to learning 
while they were young, and go to the 
profession without having had that 
early grind, when they themselves were 
not sufficiently developed to develop 
others, which was part of the pupil 
teacher system. 
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He congratulated his right hon. friend 
on the recent appointment of a Com- 
mission to investigate the question ot 
physical training. It was a most im- 

rtant move, and one which would 
have a great effect in the future, both 
in Scotland and in England. We were 
getting more and more to realise that 
education meant something else than 
mere book-learning—that it meant get- 
ting a sound mind in a sound body. 
When these children were under our 
full control in the schools, it was the 
merest waste of public money to put 
things into their heads which dropped 
out immediately they left school, with- 
out taking care to give them that train- 
ing which would remain in their minds, 
and seeing that they received that 
physical and moral training which 
many did not get in their own homes. 
Nothing helped children to become use- 
ful citizens more than to be taught 
while they were young the elementary 
principles of health. By teaching 


children to develop their chest, to look 
alter their teeth, to stand and walk 
correctly, many of the troubles anil 
deficiences which arose from ill health 


would be obviated, and strong fathers 
and sound mothers created for a future 

meration. Much might be learnt 

m the industrial schools. The 
courses there gone through were in 
Many ways more profitable for the 
children than much of the work under 
the School Boards. Not that he wished 
School Boards to go in for “ practical ” 
education, as it was called; he did not 
believe in children being taught snips 
and snaps of a trade, but he did believe 
in implanting within them ideas which 
would stay in their minds and be a 
means of development through the rest 
of their careers. The teaching of 
cookery, laundry, and domestic work 
was much morea reality in the in- 
dustrial than in the board schools, 
where frequently the children were 
taught with such an equipment as 
they would never see in their own 
homes. He would like to see many 
More day industrial schools, which, in- 
stead of being worked independently, 
should be under the School Boards and 
the Department. 

In regard to the Continuation Code 
and the system of calculating the grants, 
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there was a complexity of calculation 
which was almost overwhelming, and 
it would be well to consider the possi- 
bility of making the payments depend 
on some simpler system. 

But the most important matter of all 
was with regard to secondary education and 
the progress they were making in it. For 
dealing with the larger questions legisla- 
tion was required, but much could be done 
in the meantime to make the flow easier 
for those children who had to pass from 
the lower schools into the higher grade 
and secondary schools. In most places in 
Scotland there was some arrangement for 

children from the 


ing promisin 
Heat schools to the higher schools, and 


he desired to know how that flow was 
going and whether the results were 
satisfactory. He believed the solution of 
the question was. to transplant the 
children as young as possible—not to 
leave them in the Tow school until they 
had arrived at the top of that school; but 
to bring them up as soon as it was seen 
that they were promising children who 
would be able to profit by higher educa- 
tion, though they were only twelve, 
eleven or even ten years of age. He 
advocated that, partly for social reasons, 
but much more for educational reasons. 
If the education of a child was to be 
continued after he was fourteen, the child 
required to be taught in a different way 
from a child whose education was to stop 
at fourteen. Under those circumstances 
the curriculum would be conceived in an 
entirely different spirit, and they would 
be able to bring a child of fifteen out of 
the curiculum and place him in more appro- 
priate circumstances, where he would be 
able to get on better. He was aware that 
this involved a good deal of unselfishness 
on the part of the teachers in the lower 
grade schools, who would be expected to 

rt with their most promising children. 
That was only what could be expected 
from the teacher, but they had to 
remember that the schools were intended 
to benefit the children, and not that 
the teacher should have the most agree- 
able kind of pupils. What they required, 
and what he hoped the new grant would 
give, was funds enough to make secondary 
education more satisfactory and more 
complete. He looked to the rearranging 
and unifying of all the different sources 
of income, and also to the precedent 
and principle of the English Bill being 
followed in giving very much larger 
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wers to the local authority and to the 

ommitteeswho took charge of secondary 
education. They ought to have autonomy, 
difference of ‘ene, and difference of 
method in the different parts of Scotland. 
He thought the great development made 
in Scotch education of late years had been 
mainly due to the wise direction from 
head-quarters, but he thought it was also 
most important that, having got the 
course started, they should encourage 
interest in the local authorities, which 
they could only do by giving them large 
and extensive power over the particular 
course which education was to take in 
their district. Where the central authority 
had done extremely good work it ought 
not to be left in the hands of that 
authority altogether. 

With regard to the leaving certificate 
examination, that examination governed 
secondary education completely in Scot- 
land, and the Secretary for Scotland was 
most justly proud of it. He prided him- 
self on the fact that twelve years ago, in 
1888, there were only 972 children who 
obtained leaving certificates. He did not 
believe in too much of this outside exam- 
ination of boys as they were going 
through their school career, and he was 
doubtful about the advantage of the 
lower grade certificate in the course of 
their school career, instead of at the end 
of it, as was usually the case with the 
higher certificate. The whole of this 
leaving examination which controlled 
secondary education in nearly all the 
schools in Scotland was governed entirely 
by the Secretary of the Department. 
The work had been done admirably 
and, on the whole, the examination was 
a wonderfully good one. He thought 
however, that this was placing too much 
power in the hands of a centralized in- 
dividual, because it was really an in- 
dividual and not the Department at large 
who had charge of these leaving certifi- 
cates. They did not even know whothe 
examiners were, for their names were 
not given, and there was no corporate 
body to approach. The whole thing 
was done under the direction of Sir 
Henry Craik, who signed the report 
and was the responsible person. 

There was another matter to which he 
should like to refer, and it was that he 
thought the Universities ought to have a 
responsible share in the arrangement of 
the leaving certificate examination. The 
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influence of the Universities was com- 
paratively insignificant in the secondary 
schools of Scotland, and it was only 
through the bursaries that they made 
themselves felt. The leaving certificate 
was sought after as the one test of excel- 
lence in the results of secondary schools, 
and that work was to a very great extent 
devoted to the attainment of that 
standard. He did not know any other 
parallel of a single examination which 
was controlled by a single individual. 
While he agreed that excellent work had 
been done, he thought this examination 
should be put upon a broader basis in 
which the Universities ought to be 
allowed to take part. He hoped he had 
not detained the House too long dis- 
cussing these matters. It seemed to him 
that these discussions must necessarily 
be disjointed, when it was remembered 
that they were all thoroughly satisfied 
with the general principle, and only 
wished to raise criticism and start dis- 
cussion upon minor points. Necessarily 
such a discussion must have less unity 
and cover a great deal of ground. He 
hoped that they might long continue, in 
regard to Scotch education, to have 
nothing more vital to raise than such 
minor points as those to which he had 
| alluded. 

| *(4.52.) Mr. J. A. CAMPBELL 
|(Glasgow, and Aberdeen Universities) 
said he thought there was a danger that 
in the discussion of particular points 
they might forget the broad fact of 
how much had been done in the 
cause of education in late years. 
The changes which had been made 
in the Scottish Code had been re- 
ferred to. Years ago there was a general 
complaint of the mechanical character 
of education under the Code then in 
operation. The Scottish Education De- 
partment had made several changes, 
all tending to give greater latitude 
to the teacher, greater responsibility 
to the School Boards, and greater 
elasticity to the system. He believed 
that in this respect Scotland was now 
the envy of other countries. The Lord 
Advocate had referred to changes in the 
treatment of certain institutions in con- 
nection With the Science and Art Depart 
ment—changes which gave a certain 
amount of self-government and freedom 
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of action, and at the same time the | Trust would very soon be felt in develop- 
security of annual assistance so long ing the whole system of University 
as the institutions maintained their|education. His right hon. friend had 
present character for efficiency and | alsodesiderated more enlightened govern- 
good work. He believed that this|ing bodies for the Universities, but he 
reform was highly appreciated by | forgot that in this respect also there had 
all who had given attention to science been reform. There was now a con- 
and art education. He agreed with | siderable popular element in the govern- 
what had been said by his hon. friend| ment of the Universities, and there 
who had just spoken as to the desir-| was nothing to be found fault with in 
ableness of the Universities being that respect. He joined in the claim 
brought more in connection with | fora Secondary Education Bill for Scot- 
some of the work of the Educa- land. It was needed in order to unify 
tion Department. The remarks of his | their system and make it more consistent 
right hon. friend the Member for|and simple. There was at present, as 
Haddingtonshire seemed to cast a had been pointed out, great complexity 
certain reflection upon the Universities of finance, which interfered with the 
of Scotland in this respect, but he did satisfactory progress of secondary 
not think they were altogether to blame. | education. The County Committees 
They had done as much as was possible | had a certain task given to them, but 
for them in the way of giving access to| there were other Committees working 
their classes to those who were preparing | alongside of them, which made ita little 
to be teachers, and the statistics showed | difficult to say where theystood in relation 
that this was progressing satisfactorily, | to the other funds. There was evidence 
and that more teachers were taking | that Scotland, in one respect at least, had 
advantage of the University classes. The | not gone back since what were called the 
tight hon. Member had complained of | good old days of the parish schools. Those 
the Universities being medieval in their| were good days, but since then the 
character. He seemed to have forgotten | position of the teachers had not 
that they had been reformed in this | deteriorated. He found from the Report 
respect within recent years. Some people, | that during the last thirty-two years the 
indeed, were of the opinion that in regard | average emoluments of schoolmasters 
to this matter the reforming process; and schoolmistresses had considerably 
gone too far, but, at any rate, advanced. The average salary of school- 
the Universities were no longer ex- masters in 1870 was £101 16s. and 
posed to the charge of restricting was now £146 6s. while the average 
themselves to the old curriculum, be- | salary of schoolmistresses had risen in 
cause the classes were now open to aj|the same time from £55 14s. to 
much larger body of students, who were | £72 6s., so that, on the whole, teachers 
offered a much greater variety of | had not much to complain of in regard 
subjects of study. Whythe Universities to the changes that had taken place 
not done still more was because|since the palmy days of which they 
of their poverty. They had been liberally heard so much. 
assisted to extend and improve their 
buildings, but a University required) Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
More than good buildings: it required that the three distinguished Gentlemen 
ample funds for general educational who had spoken on the Government 
purposes. He believed that better times | Bench had done their best to galvanise 
Were coming. Mr. Carnegie’s gift had | the dry bones of Scotch education into 
ben referred to. It was too oftenspoken | something like life, but he could not 
ofas if it were only for paying class fees, | congratulate them on the result of their 
but as a matter of fact one half of it, at | efforts, judging by the present appear- 
last, was ear-marked, so to speak, for | ance of the House. In sober earnestness 
grants for general equipment. Of that | was it not quite true that this subject of 
hes had Pp Sri Eee Scotch education was not only dull, but 
ad not yet been sufficient time to | appallingly dull, and was not that due 
have experience, but they trusted that the | in some measure to the methods by 
fect of the assistance from the Carnegie | which the educational business of the 
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country was conducted? He could rot 
. help thinking that the codes and docu- 
ments and paraphernalia were distaste- 
ful, troublesome, and complicated in the 
extreme. In order to come to some 
arrangement co-ordinating rimary, 
secondary, and University education, 
he hoped the Lord Advocate would con- 
sider the possibility of holding an in- 
quiry, by Commission or Committee, into 
the whole general educational system of 
Scotland, with the view of arriving at 
some arrangement for co-ordinating 
primary, secondary, and University edu- 
cation. They were inclined to say in Scot- 
land that their system of education, and 
especially primary education, was all right 
and that they did not want to be troubled 
by outside interference. But were they 
sure that their house was so sdmirably 
in order as they sometimes said it was ? 
He could not help thinking, as his right 
hon. friend the Member for Haddington 
had said, that they were really not quite 
so efficient as they sometimes thought 
they were. He concurred with what 
the hon. Member for Partick had said 
in regard, to physical training, and he 
hoped the Commission which had been 
appointed bythe Scotch Office would be 
able to do something to bring about an 
improvement in that matter. If they 
wanted to get the people of Glasgow 
taught how to stand or even how to look, 
it was not by education they could do that, 
but by the food of the people. He was 
sure the habits of the working classes 
were so altered as to make the children 
appear in the lamentable condition they 
were in at the present moment. He 
asked the Lord Advocate whether any- 
thing could be done for the education of 
what were known as tinkers’ children. 
The education authorities in Scotland 
were anxious that those children should 
be trained and educated, but they had no 
power over them, because their nomadic 
parents were here today and away 
tomorrow. 


(5.12.) Mr. URE (Linlithgowshire) said 
that the disparaging remarks made by 
the hon. Member for Renfrewshire and 
the hon. Member for the Partick 
Division about Mr. Quarrier and his 
Homes left the impression on his mind 
that they had left on one side the spirit 
of sweet reasonableness, and that they 
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had shown no disposition to solve what 
had turned out to be a very difficult 

blem. The dispute between the 

hool Board of Kilmalcolm and Mr. 
Quarrier was at present sub judice in the 
Court of Session, and until judgment 
had been given it would be entirely 
unbecoming to discuss the question here. 
There was a question altogether outside 
the legal point raised. Mr. Quarrier 
undoubtedly took charge of from 750 to 
800 children, mostly waifs and strays 
gathered from the city of Glasgow and 
other parts of Scotland; and from the 
subscriptions he received he provided 
elementary education for those children 
in a way which the local authorities 
seemed to regard as satisfactory, but 
which Mr. Quarrier did not himself 
regard as satisfactory. He was not able 
to secure from time to time the best 
certificated teachers, because a situation 
in the Home did not offer any chance 
of advancement or promotion to the 
teachers. Matters were brought to a 
head when the local authority levied a 
school rate on the school buildings, and 
indeed all the other buildings of the 
Home. When Mr. Quarrier found that 
he was to pay the education rate, while 
he was at the same time providing edu- 
cation, for about 800 children, he took a 
step which seemed to him to be necessary. 
He closed his school and demanded from 
the School Board that provision should 
be made for the elementary education of 
his children. That was peremptorily re- 
fused and rigidly adhered to even after 
Mr. Quarrier had offered gratis to the 
School Board the use of the very hand- 
some school building which he had erected 
for the children. He would not say 
whether the School Board was reasonable 
or unreasonable in refusing that offer, but 
he could tell the Committee that, without 
taking into consideration the use of the 
building, the children would have earned 
a grant which would have made the 
parish better off than it was before. 
Accordingly this was not a case of ex- 
treme hardship which his right hon. 
friend would have the Committee to 
believe it was. The School Board would 
not have been a penny the worse if they 
had undertaken the education of these 
children. 


* Mr. 


(Dumfriesshire) 
said that the hon. Member for Ber- 
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wickshire had remarked that this 
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discussion was a very dull one. Perhaps| with those of the past, lacked in- 
so, but it had been very useful in yawn 4 dividuality, and that that arose from 
attention to several matters which the difference of their training. He 
concerned very closely education in| thought the reason was different. In 
Scotland. He agreed with the right hon.|the olden times teachers in Scotland 
and learned Gentleman the Member for | held their office for life, and occupied a 
Haddingtonshire that the great want and | position in every parish and burgh 
defect of the Scottish educational system | which the teachers of the present day 
was the lack of co-ordination and unifica-| gid not possess. No doubt they now 
tion. That arose mainly from want of a | received better emoluments, but that 
body to which there should be entrusted | was not the same as giving them an 


the charge and administration of all the | sosured se: : 

: te position for life. He thought 
funds pare Rb a as secondary | the position of teachers would be im- 
ad technical education. ey had the proved, and the education in Scotland 


sininjtered the funds for secondary | WoUd be correspondingly | improved, 
education; but the Scotch Education 2 ar gamer RE ROT sweet ay ead 


Department had attempted to persuade | post with some security of tenure. 

the local authorities to entrust them with | 

the funds for technical instruction. In| *(5.26.) Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cro- 
that respect, the Department had failed marty) said that all the Scotch Mem- 
exeept in respect of one or two counties. | bers were agreed that Scotland did not 
He trusted that the Government would | get a fair share of the equivalent grant. 
not pay any attention to the suggestion | He was certain that if they would only 
of the hon. Member for Berwickshire that | combine together and approach the Chan- 
4 Committee or Commission should be | cellor of the Exchequer, they would get a 
appointed to inquire into the subject of | fairer share of the equivalent grant for 
secondary education in Scotland; because educational purposes. All Highlanders 
he feared that that would only lead to’ were thankful for the smallest concession. 
delay, for they would not see the report | In the matter of the continuation schools 





ofsuch a Committee or Commission for | he was glad to learn that in future the 
wo or three years. There was no need | managers would only have to contribute 
for delay as all the facts were known. If | one-eighth, instead of one-fourth as 
astrong body was set up in the counties \formerly. He could assure the right 
ad larger burghs for secondary education, hon. Gentleman that many of the schools 


that _would tend to solve the problem | in the poor districts of the islands were 


- during the debate. Nothing was | quite unable to contribute even one- 
mctory at the R wipe time with the | gighth. He would refer the right hon. 


Normal Schools for the training of teachers | 
iaBootland. It was true that they had Gentleman to the report of Mr. Walker, 


daxe: good work in the past, but those one of the chief inspectors of the Northern 


; : Division of Scotland, who said with regard 

comécted with them were not satisfied . 
vith their present position. The univer- ~ Le oe the vege | . re 
ities had been pointed to as the bodies still in abeyance, and was not likely to be 
vhich should be entrusted with the duty tackled until external aid of a ery sub- 
dtraining the teachers. For himself, he stantial kind was assured. It was quite 
thought that everyone who intended to impossible for the Island of Lewis to give 
titer the educational profession should | #7Y assistance towards such a school as 
lave a university training which would the condition of the island undoubtedly 
fire them broad views of life, but they | Called for; such a school was absolutely 
also have some training as teachers. | Becessary, and he hoped it would not be 
ff strong popular representative bodies | long deferred. He (Mr. Weir) echoed that 
were established to manage secondary | hope. He thought there should be a dis- 
tducation in Scotland, it ood be possible | tinction made by the Secretary for Scot- 
fot them to combine and work together | land when considering the requirements 
vith the universities in the training of | of the Highlands as compared with the 
the teachers. ‘I'he right hon. and learned | Lowlands of Scotland. The poorer dis- 
Member for Haddingtonshire seemed to be | tricts of the Highlands should have the 
opinion that the teachers of the | full amountallowed. This inspector him- 
Present day in Scotland, as compared | sélf,in his repu.t,said it was impossible for 
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the people to meet the expenditure, and{and shivering in a temperature not 
- the result would inevitably be that they | very far above freezing. Ventilation» 
would have no technical education. He too, was often defective, which was a 
thought the Secretary of Scotland should | matter of great importance to children 
intervene in this matter. Why had the |in these schools. He hoped the right 
noble Lord overlooked the island of|hon. Gentleman would bring these 
Lewis? He trusted the right hon.| matters under the notice of the Edu- 
Gentleman would bring thequestion under | cation Department, and that the Depart- 
the notice of the Secretary for Scotland, | ment would move in the matter. If the 
and impress upon him the desirability | Lords Commissioners, or the Secretary 
of further assisting these congested|of the Education Department, would 
districts. There was really nochance for | only go and see the schools in those 
these children unless technical education , islands, they would come back, if they had 
was provided by the Government. The | any heart at all, with the strong deter- 
people could not do it. There was an | mination to put these matters right. He 
old saying, ‘“ Ye canna tak’ the breeks | thought the Scotch Office might spend a 
aff a Hielan’ man,” and they could not | few shillings (it could not be more) in post- 
get 6d. out of those people who had | ing toScottish Membersthecircularsissued 


not got it. He appealed to the Lord Advo- by the Department. The learned Advocate 
cate to bring this under the notice of the | 14d said that he could not treat them like 
Secretary for Scotland, and see if a point babies and feed them with a spoon. He 


could not be stretched in favour of the | WS not surprised that the hon. Member 
schools in the congested areas. for Clackmannanshire rose in his wrath 





; /and objected to be compared to a baby. 

Last year he had called attention to | nother question of eae aatiekonds was 
the insanitary condition of the schools| the Jack of sufficient cloak-room accom- 
in many of the outer islands. Here | modation in these schools, in many of them 
again, if the right hon. Gentleman | there being no pegs on which the children 
looked at the imspector’s report, he | could hang their coats and hats, which 


would find that in many cases the| were often soaked through with the rain. 
sanitary offices of the schools were | We wanted soldiers and sailors, and no 
built too near the school, or too near | better men could be got than those who 
the teacher's house. They were often | were obtainable from the Highlands; and 
insufficiently cleansed, and in many /| that being so, it was the duty of the 
cases there was an insufficient water | Government to take care of the children, 
supply. He had suggested that a/and bring them up so that they would 
report might be made by the in-| be healthy and strong. With regard to 
spector with regard to the insani-| the inefficient water supply, he might 
tary condition of the schools. It was, no | point out that in many cases the children 
doubt, the duty of the sanitary inspector | themselves had to go down to the burn and 
to do this, but there was no reason why | get the water. Often when a spate came 
the inspector of schools should not send | down, the burn was very strong, and 
in a report to the Education Depart- | was,ztherefore, very dangerous ; it was not 
ment, who could then bring the matter | fair to the children that they should have 
before the sanitary authorities. It was | to fetch water from the burn. It was a 
no easy matter to visit these places in| VeTY easy thing to bring down a pipe 
the Highlands of Scotland; it had taken from the higher land to ge proper 
him on some occasions as much asa week's | 8UPply of water to the school. He per 
continuous travelling to visit some parts | b¢ would be out of order if he refe had 
of his constituency. Hebelievedthat mat-|%° the Bill which Lord Balfour h 

ters were slowly improving, but very introduced two years ago, and t 4 
slowly. The same inspector said some | fore he did not propose to allude ge: 
schools, even thepalatialtownschools, were | But that Bill had been dropped, an ri 
not properly heated, some rooms being un- wanted to know why it had been re ° 
comfortably hot, whilst the temperature |!t was a Bill which he would gl 1 
in others was many degrees below what have supported, because it proposed, ¥ . 
it should be. It was perfectly obvious; ™oney obtained from the Conese i 
that good education could not be ae. Districts Board, to give technical educa- 


i i itti tion to the congested districts. Why was 
bs oo who were sitting cold not that Bill proceeded with? The noble 
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Lord knew perfectly well how it would | expense which had not been foreseen. 
affect the condition of boys and girls in |The item of £1,750 which had been 
the Highlands who could not afford to referred to appeared in the Estimates. 
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for technical education, and who 
should not be allowed to go out into the 
world as mere hewers of wood and 
drawers of water. There were some 
other matters to which he would like to 
draw attention. Item A, for instance, in 
the Estimates showed an annual grant of 
£100. What was that for? ‘Then on 
p 401 in the Estimates there was 
4 sum of £1,750 for extra allowance 
to inspectors and their assistants for 
inspection of the 
for last year which amount had 
disappeared from the Estimates for 
this year. He would like some ex- 


planation with regard to that, because | 
if ever money was wanted it was wanted | 


had _ been | 


for these inspectors, who 
worked so hard and so continuously 


that they had been unable to have a. 
holiday for some years. Another item for | 


the coming year for special assistance in 
examinations was £1,680, last year it 
was £2,105 ;tthat was a reduction of 
£525. Seeing that there was an increase 
of school accommodation, he was at a 


loss to understand why this amount had | 


been knocked off. The inspection of 


whools was of the highest importance | 
tothe Highlands of Scotland, because the | 


people had practically no vote for the 
School Board. 


itwas the deer forest owners, the land- 


fords, factors, and others who had the | 
control of the schools, and it was to | 


their interest to keep the expenditure 
down. He hoped he should have such 


explanation as would render it un- | 


necessary for him to go to a division, 
but at the same time, to put himself in 


oder, he thought he had better move | 


that item C, the sum for inspection, be 
nduced by £50. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item C (Salaries) be reduced by 
£50.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
the item of £100 that was referred 
was, as the hon. Member would 

under subhead P., to meet any little 


evening schools.’ 


Of the 3,000 Parlia- 
mentary electors in a certain district | 
in his constituency, he did not suppose | 
00 had a vote for the School Board; 


| originally in 1875 as £150; it had grown 
'up to its present amount. It was voted 
| to cover payments to inspectors and their 
| assistants at the rate of a guinea for each 
| night on which examinations were held 
| by them. There was now a different 
| system, and inspectors and sub-inspectors 
'were paid higher salaries instead of 
‘receiving these allowances. 

| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
(6.0.) Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) refer- 
ring to the Lord Advocate’s expressions of 
satisfaction with the Scotch system, ex- 
pressed surprise that a similar scheme of 
undenominational education was not 
good enough, in the opinion of the 
Government, for England. It could not 
‘be that the circumstances were not the 
same, because in Scotland at one time 
they had a denominational system of edu- 
‘cation, out of which the present admir- 
‘able representative system sprang. He 
|desired to endorse the views of the 
-hon. Members for the Border Burghs 
'and West Renfrew with regard to the 
equivalent grant. Why should Scotland 
be taxed for English education without 
getting a full equivalent grant? He 
had never been able to understand why 
the comparatively poor country of Scot- 
land should be taxed for the richer 
country of England in this matter, and 
he hoped that before the debate con- 
cluded the Government would give a 
'promise that in the next re-distribution 
of educational money full justice should 
be done to Scotland. As to technical 
education, all were agreed as to the 
necessity of it being developed and 
pressed forward. But it was necessary 
| to create an appetite for technical educa- 
‘tion, and he hoped that in the next 
revision of the Code something would 
'be done in that direction. It was a 
‘remarkable fact that, for a bursary 
| offered in the County of Midlothian to 
|enable a young man or woman to give 
up their ordinary occupation and go in 
| for technical education for a year or two, 
‘out of a population of 600,000 there 
| were only two or three competitors. It 
| was not enough to provide facilities ; the 
people must be educated into the idea of 


| taking advantage of them. 
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Another matter of importance was 
_ that of the education of tinker children 
of the vagrant population. Hundreds 
of these children were as badly educated 
as children in the centre of Africa, and 
it would be a most desirable thing if the 
Government could see its way to do 
something for their education, because at 
present a large proportion of them went 
to swell the criminal class. 

As to secondary education, a very 
anomalous position existed with re- 
gard to the distribution of the 
£24,000 available under the Act 
of 1898. By the Minute of April, 1899, 
that money was distributed to higher 
class secondary schools, which existed 
only in the larger centres of population. 
Whether the term “higher class” re- 
ferred to the social status of the pupils, 
or to the character of the education 
given he did not know, but, as a matter 
of fact, the money was distributed among 
comparatively small number of schools, 
most of which did not appear to be very 
necessitous. Upon what principle was 
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the money divided? It was divided 
arbitrarily amongst schools which did 


not participate in the ordinary grant 
under the Scottish Code, so that the 
higher departments of the primary 
schools, which were doing excellent work, 
were entirely excluded. There were 
large tracts of the country where the 
elder scholars had not access to these 
higher class secondary schools, and the 
whole matter required re-consideration. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): 
attributed a certain“dulness in the debate, 
partly to the ‘shadow overhanging the 
nation—a shadow the influence of which 
made itself particularly felt that’ day— 
and partly to the absence of any Party 
feelings in matters concerning Scotch 
education. They had reason to con- 
gratulate themselves on the absence of 
sectarian animus in the discussion of 
Scotch Education Estimates. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Had- 
dingtonshire, after expressing his appre- 
ciation of all the advantages of the 
Scottish system, and admitting that the 
increasing number of scholars were 
better and more adequately educated, 
went on to suggest that the whole 
system should be pulled to pieces, and 
that Scotland should be broken up into 


Mr. Black. 
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a number of departments, each under a 
University. It would take too long to 
discuss that proposal, but he did not 
think it ae find ready acceptance in 
Scotland, where it was not always 
admitted that the Universities would 
best interpret the parochial system of 
education which had grown up. The 
hon. Member for Partick had followed 
much the same line, suggesting that if 
not the teaching, at any rate, the exam- 
ination, should be under the professors of 
the Universities. The professors, how- 
ever, were very largely employed in the 
examinations under the present system, 
but it was exceedingly desirable, if not 
absolutely necessary, that they should be 
supervised by a Department with a 
machinery at its back such as that of 
the Education Department. Professors 
were not inflallible. Some had been found 
to be weak even in simple arithmetic. 
When the total of marks given to scholars, 
as added up by the professors, came to 
be revised by a competent authority, the 
results had been found to vary by as 
much as 25 per cent. It was very 
necessary that these professors should be 
subject to the authority for education. 
No efforts were being spared, and 
nothing was being left undone to ade- 
quately grasp this most important 
subject for the whole of Scotland. 
There was only one other point he 
wished to allude to, and it was in regard 
to the unfortunate controversy which 
had raged in Renfrewshire for two or 
three years, and which was of a most 
unfortunate description. Roughly, the 
facts were that Mr. Quarrier, who had 
done so much for the orphan children of 
Scotland, and for private education at 
the cost of the Home for some thousands 
of children for many years, and who had 
done other excellent work in that direc- 
tion, was still called upon to pay the 
education rate. The local authorities 
were not satisfied with the good work 
which Mr. Quarrier was doing, and they 
had rated his establishment for educa- 
tional purposes, although Mr.. Quarrier 
himself provided the education required 
for the children in his own school. That 
seemed to be a most unfortunate thing 
both for the district and for the school. 
While Mr. Quarrier was finding the 
education necessary for those under his 
charge, it seemed very unfair to charge 
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him for the education of the children{ Everybody knew why this system was 
of the neighbourhood from which he/| changed. The teachers did not wish it, 
derived no advantage. Surely Mr. | because they felt that if they had to 
Quarrier was entitled to have his| present every individual child they had 
children educated out of the rates, but | to work hard in order to see that each 
that had been denied him, and the | child passed. The School Board authori- 
authority would neither permit his|ties were influenced by the teachers 
children to be educated in the parish} who thought this was an amount of 
or relieve him of the rates, with the| supervision they wished to get rid of, and 
result that these children had been de-| these parties alone agitated for the 

ived of the advantages of education.|change. It was important that the 
t seemed to him too pitiable and childish | individual examination of each child 
acase to deserve the attention of the| should be made known from year to 
Committee. He urged the Lord Advocate | year, so that the parent could call the 
totry and bring some of that common-| school authorities to account for any 
sense which they believed him to possess | neglect. Under the old system they 
to bear upon this question. Mr. Quarrier | could see how many children were in the 
desired his children to be educated, but | various standards, and it was always a 
sme petty differences appeared to have | matter of pride and boast when they 
arisen between the local authorities and|found the numbers in the higher 
Mr. Quarrier. He appealed to the right | standards increasing more than in the 
hon, Gentleman to give the weight oi | lower standards, for in that way they 
his experience in order to see if some | could tell the progress that was being 
utisfactory arrangement could not be| made. What could they do now? The 
made to relieve this deadlock, and allow Lord Advocate could not tell them how 
thosechildren to have that education to! many children were in the fifth, sixth. 
vhich they were entitled. |or ex-sixth standards, because they had 
(6.20) Mr. CALDWELL aaid| practically abolished all those standards, 
aid that with regard to elementary | #24 they were now giving simply the 
general result. There was no test now 


tducation the figures given were the ; 
satistics of the appendix. As to whether | * the end of the year, and no materials 


education had Sar ton an | were furnished to give them the infor- 
iaiade J gets tags ped 827" | mation which they desired. When this 
iecould not say one single word, because | “hange took place he followed it up for 
there had been a complete change with |# Year or two, for it applied at first 
gard to the system of examination | t° those under Standard III. He found 
in Scotland. In the course of time|that when they abolished the in- 
aperience would show that the| “dividual examination the effect was 
dunge which kept Scotland in the| that the children were kept longer at 


dk with regard to whether education | School, but fewer of them reached the 


ms making progress or not was very | higher standards in the same given time. 


mstisfactory. The principle of the Act | The average per cent. was not much in 
d 1872 was to secure that every child | W° or three years, but its operation in 
i Scotland should receive an efficient | * Petiod of ten years would have assumed 
ueation, and the State was to pay | Very Serious proportions. Just when 
gants for the examination of every | he was testing the effect of this change 
udividual child. Where a child did not | the whole thing was swept away, the 
tke the satisfactory progress of one | Statistics were cut out altogether, and 
tandard per year’no payment was made | #!! they could see now was that there 
ly the State until the child passed. | h#d been an increase in school attend- 

was a security to the State that|#mee and in the average attendance 
there should be no waste and that every during the past year. As regarded any- 
dtild should be looked after individually. | thing else they could not possibly tell. 
the parent of the child knew that his | Lf this system went on for any length 
ly or girl would be presented at the|°f time they were kept in the dark, 

of every year for examination, and| they would not know how education 
the progress made would be put down | Was progressing, or whether the principle 
aud reported by the inspector. , | adopted ‘was afsound one. He 
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thought they should take care that | 
there should not be a “ submerged | 
tenth” in regard to education in | 
Scotland, because it had been said that | 
the strength of a nation depended upon 
its weakest points. 

The Lord Advocate went back ten | 
years, and compared the census returns | 
of 1901 with 1891. He (Mr. Caldwell) | 
did not think that comparison was a. 
fair one, because the right hon. Gentle- | 
man must recollect that there had been 
considerable changes as regarded the 
legislation which had operated in favour 
of an increased average attendance. | 
The compulsory age had been raised 
to fourteen instead of thirteen, and 
that alone would have a wonderful 
effect in increasing the attendance at 
the schools, and, therefore, this result 
was not due, as the Lord Advocate put 
it, to the improved education at the 
schools. Then, again, there was the 
labour certificate, whereby children could 
no longer get a certificate of exemption 
from school attendance by passing 
Standard V. at a certain age. The 
average attendance was increasing year 
by year; but that was not evidence of 
increased intellectual activity for this | 
reason, the school took longer to turn 
out its scholars from the higher stand- | 
ards. That school would necessarily 
have a larger attendance than a school 
which was able to turn out its children 
quickly from the upper standards. So 
far as mere numbers were concerned, | 
there was fairly satisfactory progress, 
but it was not anything to boast of. 
Last year the increase on the school 
register was 1°44 and the increase in 
average attendance 1°17. That was 
nothing more than the normal increase 
for a great many years. The number 
of scholars last year increased by 10,236, 
and the teachers increased by 720. | 
The training colleges had not sufficient | 
accommodation to admit all who had | 
obtained the qualification which the | 
Code prescribed as entitling them to) 
admission as King’s scholars. is 
was a matter he had referred to before, | 
but it was necessary to emphasise it | 
every time the Estimates came up, in | 
order to see whether a reform could not | 
be breught about some day or other. 
These colleges were denominational. | 
The expenses of keeping them up | 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 
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comparatively few children in the volun- 
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was almost entirely borne by the State 
and properly so, and pisetiellly the only 
things the denominations provided were 
the buildings. Obviously there ought to 
be eergatell provision for the training of 
teachers. Lately attempts had been made 
here and there to increase the accommoda- 
tion but these in no way met the demand. 
The churches could not be expected to 
increase the buildings out of their own 
resources. There would never be a 
proper system of education in Scotland 


/until there was a sufficiency of State 
| training colleges. 
| the 


He did not agree with 
suggestion that the money for 


| secondary and technical education should 
| be gathered into a single fund and that a 
| uniform scheme should be adopted. 


In 
Scotland the old parish school was the 


| type that ought to be aimed at in the 
| community. 
/community a school able in itself to 


There should be in the 


prepare children to enter a secondary 


school or a university. The great feature 


of the old parochial system in Scotland 
was that the schools even in the remote 
Highland districts were practically 
secondary schools. He maintained that 
under the equivalent grant Scotland did 
not get the proportion of money to which 
it was entitled. The Chancellor of the 


_ Exchequer had promised to pay £26,000, 


but not a single copper of it had been 
paid in order to make up the grant of 
12s. In Scotland they suffered from the 
allocation of the equivalent grant. In 
England it was based on the number of 
scholars, 5s. being given to each in the 
In Scotland they had 


tary schools, and the result was that they 
got a great deal less proportionately than 
England got.. What he argued for was 
that the Scottish Office should. take care 
that in the new allocation of this fund 
they should claim for the Treasury not on 
the principle of the equivalent grant, but 
on the principle of similarity of treat- 
ment between England and Scotland. If 
the English ratepayers were to get 7s. 6d. 
per child out of the Imperial fund, the 
Scottish ratepayers were surely entitled 
to the same amount. 


*(6.48.) Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY 
said that this had been a very discursive 
| debate, and he would try to deal very 


briefly with the points which had been 
actually put to him. The hon. Member 
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for Ross and Cromarty had called atten- 
tion to various reports which had been 
made in regard to the sanitary condition 


of some of the schools in the Highlands. | 


Of course the hon. Member would see 


that that was a practical question which | 


should be dealt with by the managers of 


could do was to write to them and ask | 
them to do their best in the matter. 
That had been done. . He could assure 
the hon. Member that the school inspectors 
did not bind themselves down to hard 
and fast lines. A gravitation supply of 
water had been laid down for the school | 
at Poolewe. The hon. Member for Mid | 
lanarkshire had begun by complaining 
that we were unable to give any kind of 
progress to education at all, and he had | 
justified his action in resisting the new 
method of examination. That was a 
eontroversy which however could not be 
reopened. But he entirely joined issue 
with the hon. Member when he said that | 
they knew nothing about educational | 
progress except simply by looking at the | 
average attendance. He thought they | 
knew a good deal more.’ They knew | 
whether, according to the views of the 
inspectors of the Department, the schools | 
were being properly worked so as to earn 
grants at all, and they knew a little more 
through the merit certificates. The. 
number of merit certificates gained during 
the year ending September, 1901, was | 
23,239, as compared with 20,977 in the 
previous year. In the judgment of every- 
body in the House, except the hon. member 
for Mid Lanarkshire, the advantages | 
of the new system far outweighed the 
disadvantages of the old. It was not 
necessary to say anything on the question | 
of the supply of teachers after what he | 
had said last year. All he could say was | 
he had much more sympathy with the | 
views expressed on the subject by the hon. | 
Member for North East Lanarkshire last | 


| Lothian. 
, Gentleman complained of the dullness of 


| came to was this. 
| of the central department in its present 


E 1902} 


| now had recourse to law to compel the 
School Board to do as he wished, but he 
had not as yet been successful. With 
regard to the yearly “Education Budget,” 
which the hon. Member for the Border 
Burghs thought should be in the possession 
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| of the Committee before this Estimate 
the schools, and all that the Department | 


was discussed, he thought if the hon. 
Member looked at the end of his Blue 
Paper he would find the Continuation 
Code fschedule, which was practically 
what he asked for. With regard to this 
Budget, he pointed out that the Estimates 
were really the Budget for Scotch 
Education. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he wanted a 
detailed report containing all the financial 
operations. That was not issued till the 
end of the year. They should have that 
before this debate came on in the same 
way as they got the detailed statement 
with regard to the Navy. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said it 
was obviously unnecessary to have such 
a document, because in Scotch education 
they had no building programme like the 
Navy Department. The Estimate was 
really their Budget. He was very much 
interested in the speech of the right 


| hon. Gentleman the Member for East 


The right hon. and learned 


the debate, but he thought the reason 
why a debate on English education was 
so lively in comparison was because it 
was always better form to see fighting 
than peace. What that speech really 
It meant the abolition 


position of control, and the creation 
in Scotland of divisions, each division 
being co-ordinated and corresponding 
with the four Scottish Universities. 
That was a perfectly different system 


year, than those of the hon. Member | from. the ideal of the hon. Member 
_ whose idea of the solution of | for the Hawick Burghs. The right hon. 
that problem seemed to be a large State | Member for East Lothian complained 
taining institution. With regard to that the Scottish Universities, though 
Mr. Quarrier, no criticism had been made | they had done much in the past, had 
m the Department and it was not for| never got a grip of practical life, and 
him to take sides, either with Mr.| he wanted to get them in touch with 
Quarrier or the School Board. He could | practical work, by which he meant 
say, however, as there had been an the great work of technical education. 
‘pplication made to him to do his best | One could not help thinking that the 
toend this unhappy state of affairs, that right hon. Member had Germany pro- 
they had done their best on more than | bably a great deal more in his mind than 
he occasion to do so. Mr. Quarrier had | England. for, whatever might be gaid 
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of the Scottish Universities, one might 
say that the English Universities had 
just as little grip of practical work as 
the Scottish Universities. 


Mr. HALDANE: I had in my mind 
the Victoria University and the Birming- 
ham University, which are doing mag- 
nificent work. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said it 
was impossible for him to reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s arguments or to 
give his own opinion on the matter, but it 
was quite obvious that what was happen- 
ing in the Bill now before the House 
in connection with England did open up 
a very practical question in the immediate 
future for Scotland and for Ireland too. 
Reference had been made to the equiva- 
lent grant. If he at all understood what 
had been said in the past by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, that right hon. 
Gentleman had always gone against the 


principle of an equivalent grant. He’ 
(the Lord Advocate) would much prefer | 


to state in the words which were used by 
the hon. Member for Renfrewshire—‘‘ A 
reconsideration of the grants made to 
Scotland for the purpose of education,” or, 
as the hon. Member for Mid Lanarkshire 
put it, “a question of similar treatment.” 
Now that they had got this concession 
to the needs of English education they 


were obviously in a position to say that: 


they should have the needs of Scottish 
education considered in the same spirit— 
with a due regard to such demands as 
were made on the common public purse 
for the local needs of England. Although 
he could not say anything authoritative 
in the matter he quite understood his 
right hon. friend the Leader of the House 
to say quite positively the other day that 
the result of making the concession in 
the case of England would be that Scot- 
land and Ireland would have justice done 
to them in the same way. He agreed 
with what had been said by more than 
one speaker, that the time had obviously 
come for the necessity of legislation in 
connection with the ordination and co- 
ordination of their pecuniary resources 
as regarded secondary education in Scot- 
land. That was no new view to take, 
inasmuch as his noble friend the Secre- 
tary for Scotland actually did introduce 
a Bill two years ago, and of course that 


Mr. A, Graham Murray. 
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Bill would have to be reconsidered in the 
light of the new situation. There were 
obvious differences of opinion on the 
subject, and he did not think the views 
of the hon. Member for Mid Lanarkshire 
would at all commend themselves to his 
right hon. friend the Member for East 
Lothian. But he did think the time had 
come for a Bill. The time had also come 
for a reconsideration of the pecuni 
assistance to Scotland generally, and that 
might raise the somewhat larger question 
of whether, with this pecuniary assist- 
ance, it might not be time to reconsider 
the whole question of the educational 
system of Scotland—not merely the ques- 
tion of secondary education, but also the 
arrangements under which primary edu- 
cation was managed, because they took 
a natural pride in their Scottish system, 
without being what was called the 
“Pharisees of education.” It was quite 
clear that the pecuniary views had opened 
up a new vista as regarded the present 
position, and it was also quite clear that 
secondary education brought with it the 
necessity for a reconsideration of the 
subject altogether. He could only say 
that these matters would occupy the 
most serious attention of his noble friend 
who~- -s at the head of the Scottish 
Education Department. 


*Mr. WEIR expressed his dissatisfaction 
with the reply of the Lord Advocate to 
the questions he had raised. When 
the right hon. Gentleman commenced 
he had hoped to get some satisfaction, 
but the right hon. Gentleman had 
treated his complaints in the most light 
and airy manner as matters of no con- 
sequence, and, therefore, he felt compelled 
to move the reduction of the vote by £150. 


Replying to a question by Mr. Ta 
NANT, which did not reach the gallery, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY stated 
that he had not got any statistics yet 
concerning the large number of children 
who had been given the labour certificate 
in Dundee on the ground that their 
parents were poor. What the hon 
Member had said was very probably 
owing to the extreme poverty that there 
had been in Dundee. 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
the important hint which had fallen from 
the Lord Advocate in the latter part of his 
y was one that required a few remarks. 
Thenewcontribution toScottisheducation 
should be made the occasion for simplify- 
ing and rearranging the secondary and 
technical education grants, which were 
in a state of great confusion at the 
sent time. It was earnestly to be 
ced that in any plan which the 
Government might propose for amend- 
ing and reforming or extending and 
developing Scottish education, they would 
not endeavour to assimilate the principles 
which had been adopted for England. 
There was no part of Great Britain 
where the English Education Bill raised 
stronger opposition than it did among 
the Presbyterians of Scotland. In Scot- 
land they had one authority for all kinds 
of education. They had one specially 
dected authority which was not confined 
to any particular form of education, but 
which dealt with education as a whole. 
He hoped that in any project of the 
Government they would adhere to that 
principle. 


*Mr. SHAW-STEWART (Renfrewshire, 
E) rose a few minutes before half-past 
seven to refer to the Quarrier case. 


*Mr. WEIR rose in his place, and 
chimed to move “That the Question 
be now put,” but the Chairman with- 
held his assent, and declined then to put 
that Question.” 


*Mr. SHAW-STEWART said there 
had been no want of good feeling to endea- 
Your to bring about a settlement in the 
Quarrier case on the part of the School 
Board of the parish. The hon. Member 
for Linlithgow had stated that Mr. 
Quarrier had offered his school to the 
School Board, but the Board was pre- 
tuded from taking over the school by the 
w——_ 


It being half-past Seven of the o'clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


{26 JuNE 1902} 
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CIVIL SERVICES AND _ REVENUE. 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Cuass IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed,. 
“That a sum, not exceeding £400, be 
granted to His Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for a grant to the Board of Trustees 


for Manufactures in Scotland in aid of ~- 


the maintenance of the National Gallery, 
School of Art, and Museum of Antiquities, 
Scotland, &c.” 


te Sr JOHN STIRLING-MAX- 
WELL (Glasgow, College) rose to call 
attention to the unsatisfactory state of the 
accounts in reference to this subject, and 
especially as affecting the National 
Gallery. This question had been raised 
several times, but the discussions had 
always been of an inconclusive character. 
He could, however, assure the Scottish 
Department that matters would not be 
allowed to drop very easily, and that 
every opportunity would be taken to 
inform the people of the country of the 
facts with a view, if possible, of putting 
some backbone into the Department. The 
immediate subject with which he had to 
deal was the National Gallery, but it was 
closely entangled with other institutions 
under the Board of Manufactures. This 
Board was a respectable old Scottish 
institution dating from 1727, and was 
composed _of twenty-seven or twenty-eight 
Scottish gentlemen of high reputation en- 
joying the confidence and respect of their 
countrymen. Though, like many other 
bodies in the country, it was an antiquated 
and anomalous body, it was capable of 
doing very useful work, if only it were con- 
ducted in a business-like manner and with 
sound methods of finance. The funds 
for the half a dozen institutions in- 
cluded in the management’ were 
pooled, and the entanglement had been 
disastrous to the National Gallery. 
The accounts were meagre and even 
misleading, and the description “ miscel- 
laneous” appeared under some fourteen 
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entries, giving no information of ex- 
> penditure. Hon. Members for Scotland 
were often charged with being slow in 
-obtaining their rights, but the fact that 
-only eight annual reports had been issued, 
although the Board of Management had 
existed since 1727, proved surely that they 
had not long had the opportunity of 
knowing what was going on. The 
annual cost of the National Gallery 
in Scotland .was £1,571, of which 
£311 was derived from visitors’ fees. 
The total income of the Board was 
£6,070, of which the balance, after the 
Parliamentary grant of £3,400 was 
deducted, was made up of fees and 
income from investments. There were 
certain considerable invested funds as 
to which no_ statement appeared 
in the report, but which presumably 
amounted to between £40,000 and 
£60,000. He would be glad to know 
how that fund came into existence. He 
believed it was the result of accumulations 
from more fortunate days, when the School 
of Art used to cost less, or even bring in 
some profit. They might congratulate 
themselves on the fact that the money 
had accumulated, otherwise the Board 
would be unable to meet its ordinary 
liabilities. But of the grant of £3,400 
received from the Treasury, £2,000 
was paid under the Act of Union, and 
was Scottish money. Of this £2,000 
-of purely Scottish money, the National 
Gallery received only about £1,000, the 
remaining £1,000 being spent by the Board 
of Ndenioaanes upon other institutions. 
The £2,000 was essentially Scottish 
‘money, and it ought to be spent on 
exclusively Scottish objects, not as at 
present on objects to which the Imperial 
Treasury is bound to contribute. The 
National Gallery in Ireland received 
£2,963 from the Imperial Exchequer, 
which included £1,000 a year for the pur- 
chaseof pictures. He was aware thatthere 
had been complaints that there was want 
of life in the National Gallery in Scotland. 
The gallery lacked the force of life, and 
anybody who imagined that while it was 
in this lethargic and comatose state due 
to want of money it would receive gifts 
‘from persons outside was living in a fool’s 
paradise. These galleries should be _pre- 
served for the reception of interesting 
national objects, but the National 


Gallery of Scotland was not in a position 
-to secure such objects, except by private 
Sir John Stirling-Mazwell. 


{COMMONS} 
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gift. He hoped the Government would 
grant an inquiry into the question of 
the institutions under the Board of 
Manufactures, and give a grant of 
£1,000 a year for the purchase of pictures 
for the National Gallery in Edinburgh, 
It was the duty of all the Members for 
Scotland, if the Government were not 
able to meet them on these two points, 
to go into the division lobby in support 
of the reduction of the vote by £100, 
which he begged to move. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £3,300, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Siy 
John Stirling-Maxweli.\ 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said he entirely agreed with what the hon. 
Baronet opposite hadsaid. It was right 
that they should put forward in a 
moderate spirit legitimate causes of com- 
plaint when they were asking for money 
for such a purpose so commendable as 
the maintenance of the National Gallery 
in Scotland. As the hon. baronet had 
explained, the National Gallery in Seot- 
land at present received £1,000, which 
was nominally a grant from the Trea- 
sury, but wasin reality a payment in 
discharge of fan obligation that was as 
old as the Articles of Union. The result 
was that, in}substance, the National 
Gallery got nothing at all His 
point was that Scotland was entitled 
to [get as high a grant as Ireland. 
The demand of the hon. Baronet was a 
most moderate one. In the first place, 
they ought to have a grant of £1,000 a 
year to put them on a level with Ireland, 
and, in the second place, an inquiry ought 
to take place with regard to the whole 
subject, and also to investigate the 
manner in which the multifarious duties 
of the Board of Manufactures were dis 
charged. Those were very fair and 
reasonable proposals, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would shorten the dis- 
cussion by assenting to them. If they 
were not agreed to, he should certainly 
support the hon. Baronet in the division. 


*(9.32.) Mr. SHAW-STEWART sup 


ported the appeal. If Ireland had 4 
right to a grant of £1,000 a year, Scot- 
land surely had an equal right to 4 
similar sum for the same purpose. 
Scotland had certainly not done less to 
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deserve it, but possibly she had not obtained 
it because her re ntatives may not 
have been sufficiently active in the 
matter. One reason a y they had been 
backward in pressing for this t was 
that there Sail Boon more howl eset in 
the Highlands. But of recent years con- 
siderable grants had been made to meet 
the demands from the Highlands, and 
now the Scottish representatives were 
unanimous in making this reasonable re- 
In former years the demand had 
been met by the reply that the Board of 
Manufactures was not the best body of 
men to whom such a grant could be en- 
trusted. If that was the case, let a 
sheme be brought forward without 
delay for the reconstruction of that body. 
That would, to a certain extent, be satis- 
factory as a first step towards doing 
oe to the Scottish National Gallery, 
t unless some definite promise was 
made by the Government he should feel 
it his duty to support his hon. friend who 
had moved the reduction. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
the question of the encouragement of art 
could never be a Party question, and 
certainly that of the encouragement of 
Scottish Art ought never to provoke 
Party feeling between Scottish represen- 
tatives. e congratulated the hon. 
Baronet on the manner in which he 
lad brought forward the question, 
and also upon the firmness he had 
thown. It was not a new question. 
The matter had been brought up on 
former occasions, but he believed the 
treason their request had not been 

nted was that they had not been in 

rough combination against the 
Government of the day, from whichever 
party it was drawn. An inquiry had 
been demanded. But inquiries were 
very cheap things, and did not often 
ltad to any practical result. He hoped, 
therefore, that Members would not be 
content with an inquiry, but that they 
would insist as a minimum that they 
thould have at least as much as Ireland 
received for the support of their National 
Gallery, as well as an inquiry into the 
whole subject. 


Sm ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
8)also supported the request which had 
ben made. It did not seem right that any 
of the National Galleries should be 
illowed to stagnate, but they could not 
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help doing so if they had not the money 
to improve and increase their collections. 
It was the wish of all Scottish Members 
that a regular grant should be made to 
enable the National Gallery to purchase 
new pictures when the opportunity 
offered. The Gallery ought not to be 
allowed to subsist on charity, on chance 
gifts and bequests; it ought to have a 
fund of its own, so that it might be ina 
position to go into the market and buy 
pictures from time to time, so that the 
interest and value of the collection would 
be increased. The sum asked for was 
very small, and probably they would 
have got it before had they been as per- 
sistent as the Irish Members in bringing 
the claims of their country before 
Parliament. It was a generally accepted 
maxim, or, at any rate, one usually 
acted upon, that those who did not ask 
Scotland had not hitherto 
asked with sufficient pertinacity for such 
a grant, but now that Scottish Members 
on both sides were unanimous on the 
point, he hoped the request would be 
granted. 


Mr. CALDWELL welcomed the inter- 
vention of Members on the other side in 

ressing for this grant. The application 

d been made year by year by Members 
on his own side of the House, but it 
was not surprising that the Government 
should not have yielded when Members 
on the other side obediently went into 
the lobby against the proposal. He was 
glad to see the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer present, because the right hon. 
Gentleman would remember that he 
promised to give Scotland £26,000 a 
year to bring up the fee grant to 12s. 
per scholar. Owing to a miscalculation, 
however, that sum had not been re- 
quired, and the Exchequer had been 
the gainer to that extent. The right 
hon. Gentleman had admitted that 
in equity in any rearrangement of 
money required for educational purposes, 
Scotland hada good claim to consideration 
in respect of this £26,000. A demand 
was now made for £1,000 out of £26,000, 
and he hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would accede to it. 


Mr. BONAR LAW (Glasgow, Black- 
friars) was reluctant to join in this 
demand upon the public purse, because 
he was one of those who believed in 
economy, and he also agreed with the 

H 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer who had 
often remarked that, while in the 
discussions on the Budget everybody 
urged economy, yet in Committee of 
Supply they joined in pulling at his 
purse-strings. But there was a limit to 
which that consideration should apply, 
and he had never heard a case e 
out more clearly in favour of a demand 
than on the present occasion. In no 
department of life was the truth of the 
parable of the importunate widow better 
illustrated than in the endeavour to 
get money from the public purse. He 
was inclined to admit that the Unionist 
Members had taken things pretty easy 
as regards Scottish questions, but 
naturally they did not welcome voting 
against the Government with the same 
enthusiasm as hon. Members opposite. 
It would, however, be an unfortunate 
thing if the idea got abroad that Scottish 
interests were better looked after when 
representatives of the other side of the 
House were in a majority, and partly 
for that reason, but mainly because of 
the justice of the demand, he hoped the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would accede 
to this request. If, however, it was 
necessary to take a division, he should 
have no hesitation in supporting the hon. 
baronet. 


Captain BALFOUR (Middlesex, 
Hornsey) as an English Member, but a 
loyal Scot, backed up the claim of the 
Scottish Members in this matter. The 
demand was an exceedingly moderate 
one; it was simply a request for straw 
to make bricks, and surely the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would not rival Pharoah 
of old in refusing that request. The case 
of Ireland had really been under-stated, 
because for the Irish National Gallery 
a sum of £3,600 was voted under normal 
eonditions. He was glad that Scottish 
Members were backing each other up 
in the proper way in this matter, but 
he regretted that the hon. Member for 
Mid-Lanark should have introduced his 
somewhat recriminatory remarks. This 
was the first Parliament in which Scot- 
land had had a majority of Unionist 
Members, and surely, if the other side 
had had the predominance for so long, 
they ought to have got the matter 
settled. If the Motion were taken to a 
division, he should support his hon. 
friend. 

Mr. Bonar Law. 


{COMMONS} 
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*(9.48.) Tae CHANCELLOR or tH 
‘XCHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I feel that I ought not to 
leave this matter entirely to my right 
hon. friend the Lord Advocate, alth 
I am well aware that he could state t 
case better than I can, I find myself 
in a rather difficult position. I am, as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, responsible 
for the Treasury of the United Kingdom, 
but I am present tonight in a Scottish 
House of Commons. [ have always been 
brought up to believe that certain 
proverbs, such as “ A penny saved is a 
penny gained,” and so on, were proverbs 
especially dear to Scotsmen. Judg. 
ing by the debate tonight, however, I 
find that when it is a question of taking 
money out of the general Treasury, 
those proverbs are entirely forgotten. I 
do not say that as indicating hostility to 
the present proposal, but I entirely deny 
that Parliament has been unfair in this 
matter of grants for the purchase of 
pictures for the National Gallery of Scot- 
land as compared with that of Ireland , 
What is the principle upon which Parilia- 
ment has acted with reference to the 
National Gallery both in Dublin and in 
Edinburgh? It is that the State should 
contribute in equal proportions with 
private generosity. How has that 
principle operated in Ireland? Since 
1864 Parliament has contributed for 
the extension of buildings of the Irish 
National Gallery £21,000, part of which 
is included in the Estimates for the 
present year, and for the purchase of 
peteee £34,000—in all, £55,000. There 
as been received during that time from 
private generosity £54,000. How does 
the Scottish account stand ? During that 
time the Treasury always omerts om 
ndin, t for an nt e from 
Sete arty A phe yy of £6,000 has 
n given accordingly by the Treasury, 
as against £6,000 derived from private 
generosity. Now, that does not s 
well for Scotland, which is a wealthy 
country as compared with Ireland. 


Mr JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) : 
How much more revenue do you get from 
Scotland as compared with Ireland ! 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Not a penny 
more than Scotland is well able to pay. 
A short time ago I was in Edinburgh and 
saw the National Gallery ; I know the Irish 





National Gallery in Dublin well. The latter 
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has infinitely the better collection, and 
the pictures are far more valuable now 
than when they were bought. The Irish 
National Gallery has had the inestimable 
advantage of being managed by two men 
of Soeuee capacity, who have utilised the 
Parliamentary grant of £1,000 a year in 
the most admirable way for the purchase 
of pictures, and as a result the Gallery 
sses pictures which are now far more 
valuable than they were when they were 
bought. There was a grant of £5,000 
made to the Scotch National Gallery for 
the purchase of pictures. It has been 
nded in the purchase of one picture 
by a Scottish artist—a very good picture, 
no doubt, but I am advised on good 
authority that the picture would not sell 
now for anything like the money it cost. 


Sr JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
said that when that picture was bought 
£6,000 was offered for it. 
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*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I think the 
hon. Baronet will not’'deny what I have 
just stated. The fact is that the manage- 
ment of the Scottish Gallery is in the 
hands of a too unwieldy body, which is 
quite incompetent for such a purpose. 
Speaking for 


myself, I should not 

dge a grant of £1,000 a year to 
fhe Seotch ational Gallery if there was 
proper —"* that it would be well ex- 
pended, but I decline to entrust it to 
the Board of Manufactures. The first 
step in the matter is that there should be 
some inquiry into the management of the 
Scotch National Gallery, and I will com- 
municate with my noble friend the 
Secretary for Scotland on the subject of 
instituting it. Therefore, before I can 
promise this grant, I require some securit; 
that the money will be properly eudak 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancasshire, 
Chorley) said that he was very glad to 
hear that the right hon. gentleman had 

mised an inquiry into this matter and 

hoped that they would secure as a 
result of it this grant for Scotland. He 
Wished to comment on one or two figures 
which had been given to the Committee 
ly the right hon. Gentleman. The whole 
tone of the right hon. Gentleman’s argu- 
ment in the earlier part of his speech was 
very distasteful to the Scottish Members, 
and also to some hon. Members represent- 
ing British constituencies. The whole 
tone of the right hon. Gentleman’s argu- 





Ment seemed to be that there was no 
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ublic support given to the National 

allery in Scotland. He was aware of 
the opinion of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that there was no — sup- 
re given to the National Gallery of Scot- 
and and he had had the curiosity to look 
through the catalogue of the gallery that 
evening. There were 650 items in the 
Gallery and of these 3 per cent. only were 
purchased by the Board of Manufactures, 
the remaining 97 per cent. of the pictures 
having been contributed by private funds 
and private societies. He thought that 
was a sufficient answer to the charge that 
there was no public support given to the 
National Gallery in Scotland, and he 
should like the right hon gentleman to 
point to any Gallery in Europe or London 
in which he would find so large a propor- 
tion of pictures contributed by private 
individuals or by private societies. 

There was another point, in which 
the right hon. Gentleman touched upon 
the money side of the pictures in the 
National Galleries, in which he said 
private generosity had contributed to 
the value of £6,000. That might 
approximate in cash to the amount 
given by private generosity, but hon. 
Members would remember with affection 
the name of Sir William M‘Ewan, who 
gave 5,000 guineas in response to which 
he understood that the Treasury only 
gave £5,000. At any rate there was 
a rumour to that effect in Scotland. 
He wished to remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that gifts and bequests to 
the National Gallery in Scotland did 
not always take the form of cash; 
for very often valuable pictures were 
given, worth thousands of pounds, 
and, therefore, it was not quite right 
to take cash and measure private 
generosity by the actual sovereigns 
paid into an institution. The right 
hon. Gentleman had only taken into 
account bequests in money. But one 
of the pictures which had been given 
by private donors was worth £20.000. 
He thought that was a sufficient answer 
to the charge of want of patriotism 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
brought against the people of Scotland. 
He was glad to hear that the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to look into this 
question. The Board of Manufactures 
was instituted about 200 years ago, 
chiefly for the purpose of promoting 
the jute trade. Whether that trade was 
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os ag or not, he did not know, 
ut the duty of promoting the jute 
trade had long since been removed from 
the work of this distinguished body. 
At the present moment any odd jobs 
seemed to have fallen to the lot of this 
body, and he hoped that before very 
long it would be reconstituted in such a 
way that some good would come of it. 
Hon. Members did not base their 
demand for Scotland upon the ground 
that Ireland got £1,000 per annum. 
He did not think that argument was 
correct, or that it was even an advisable 
argument to put forward. It seemed 
to him to be a financial argument, 
which entirely denied the unity of 
these realms. He thought, however, 
a similar argument could be put forward 
with regard to Scotland, and without 
occupying any more the time of the 
Committee, he would conclude by ex- 
pressing the hope that when this 
promised inquiry was held, it would 
be of an exhaustive character, and if 
this were so he was confident that one 
result would be that these institutions 
in Scotland would be re-organised on a 
better and a more influential footing 
which would secure greater efficiency 
in the future. 


(10.10...) Sir H. CAMPBELL- 
BANNERMAN (Stirling Burghs): It 
strikes me that a comparison made 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
between Scotland and Ireland is not 
uite accurate. The Chancellor of the 
; : Gi did not proceed exactly on 
the same footing in the two countries, 
because I understood him to mention 
only the money gifts in Scotland, 
while he rolled off with great unction 
a list of bequests of pictures for 
Ireland which he estimated at the value 
of £40,000. The noble Lord gp 
tells us that the pictures bequeathed or 


presented to the Scottish National Gallery 
are not included in the comparison made 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I included 
everything I could find out since 1867. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I confess that I am not very fond of 
these comparisons between Ireland and 
Scotland, and more especially I am not 


Lord Balcarres. 
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at all anxious to take the scale of ex- 
nditure of public Departments in Ire. 
as our standard in Scotland. The 
Scotch people pride themselves, as the 
right hon. Gentleman stated I think with 
some foundation, upon being an economical 
nation, and I can only say that I can 
recall case after case in this House when 
Scotch Members have united in pressing 
upon the Government of the day a 
reduction of something which was being 
expended in their country, showing that 
they did not desire money to be spent 
improperly in Scotland, but that they 
wished everything to be done with a due 
regard to economy. Tonight we have 
the whole of the Scotch Members without 
exception asking for better treatment and 
better provision for the Arts in Scotland, 
and for the artistic exhibitions and schools 
of that country. The. right hon. Gentle. 
man has made a proposal which I confess 
seems to me not at all an unreasonable 
one. He says, and I agree with him, 
that the control which at present exists 
is not entirely satisfactory. 


As for the Board of Manufactures, I 
should not care to say anything disre- 
spectful of it in the presence of the hon. 
Member for Ipswich, but I may say that 
it is not only a cumbrous body, but it 
has amongst its members a large number 
of men who come from different parts of 
the country, and who are not expected to 
pay much attention to its affairs. I do 
not think I should go far wrong if I said 
that until a short time ago the Board of 
Manufactures was really one individual, 
who was, 1 think, the Secretary. He was 
the Board of Manufactures, but he seems 
to have disappeared now, and I do not 
know what has become of him. By 
common consent the Board of Manufac- 
tures was not a satisfactory body for con- 
trolling such matters as were before the 
Committee. I understand the |Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has promised 
an inquiry into the whole subject of the 
control of not only the National Gallery, 
but the other institutions connected with 
art, and I hope I understood him to 
promise that he would reserve the assist- 
ance he might give until there was a 
proper governing body. If that is so, 
I cannot conceive a more satisfactory 
result of this universal foray of the 
Scottish Members on the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 
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Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton- | Portrait Gallery, and the Treasury 
shire) expressed hissatisfaction at the state-| refused to find them any. He knew 
ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, | how wearisome these complaints were 
but desired to dissociate himself from any | against the Treasury, but, nevertheless, 


expression of resentment against the | 


Board of Manufactures. It was, indeed, 
a somewhat nebulous body, though some 


of its functions seemed to be strangely at | 


variance with its title. He had never 
been able to understand, for instance, 


why the Museum of Antiquities should | ; 


be committed to the care of the Board 
of Manufactures. It seemed rather to 
cast a reflection on the genuineness 
of the antiquities which the antiquaries 
had brought together in Edinburgh. 





Iftheir operations in the past were to be 
inquired into he trusted that it would | 
not be done in any spirit of undue) 
ariticism or ingratitude for the duties | 
which they had performed. The| 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
a comparison between the generosity of | 
the patrons of art in Ireland and in| 
Scotland. He could not quite follow the | 
data upon which the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer had proceeded, although he | 
was quite sure that the right hon. | 
Gentleman was incapable of doing any | 
injustice to the Scottish subjects of the 
Crown. At the same time he thought 
that the Chancellor of the Rikon | 
had laid himself open to the charge of | 
unfairness in the comparison which he | 
had made, and he would show the | 
Committee why. The Vote for Ireland | 
and the Vote for Scotland appeared | 
under the same heading, and it men- | 
tioned the National Gallery, etc., for 
Scotland, and the National Gallery, 
without the etcetera, in Ireland. What 
did the etcetera include in Scotland? 
It included the School of Art, the 
Museum of Antiquities, and the National 
Portrait Gallery. How was the National 
Portrait Gallery and the Museum of 
Antiquities housed. He wished to point 
out to his right hon. friend that, but 
for the generosity of the late Mr. 
Findlay, who gave £50,000 for the 
Ee. the people of Edinburgh would 

ve been without buildings for their 
cllection of antiquities and National 
Portrait Gallery. Had it not been for 
the generosity of the late Mr. Findlay 

y would have been at the present 
moment houseless, for they had no 
money to provide a new home for their 
collection of antiquities and the National 





he wished to express his gratitude to 
the right hon. Gentleman for the 
assurance he had given that, in future, 
if the same policy of economy was 
pursued in regard to the institutions of 
Scotland, it would be done after a full 
9 had been made into the whole 
subject. 


(10.20.) Dr. FARQUHARSON 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) said the evidence 
which had been brought before him 
showed that the management of those 
institutions had been extremely un- 
satisfactory. One charge brought 
against the Board was that they 
had bought only one _ picture. . 
The National Gallery of Scotland has 
always prided itself on being a national 
collection of great artists who had 
flourished in Edinburgh. They would 
have been extremely wrong if they had 
failed to take the opportunity of securing 
the admirable work to which reference 
had been made. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had compared the collection in 
Edinburgh to that in Dublin. There 
was no national art in Ireland that he 
knew of. [Laughter.] Well, he thought 
there was very little. There might be a 
few sporadic and occasional examples, 
but there were no schools of art in Dub- 
lin like what they had in Edinburgh. 
The Irish got a settled amount of £1,000 
a year, and if it was not spent it was 
stored up to be available for the purchase 
of specimens in future years. 
they kept in view in Edinburgh was 
the desirableness of acquiring at any 
time the work of a Scottish artist, in 
order that it might be placed in the 
national collection. He had not seen 
the collection in Dublin, but he did not 
believe for a single moment that it could 
compare with that in the National 
Gallery in Edinburgh. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH thought that 
Scotland should have a grant for the 
purchase of pictures. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had said that the 
Irish National Gallery in twenty years 
had received £55,000 from private 
sources, and about an equivalent sum 
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had been given from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. It was said that in Scotland 
they had received about £6,000. But 
the right hon. Gentleman left out alto- 
a the splendid sum which Mr. 
ndlay gave for the building which 
now holds the Scottish national portraits. 
What he understood was that if a gift 
of £40,000 or £50,000 was given for a 
Scottish gallery, an equal sum would be 
iven by the Treasury, and if so, that 
owledge might prove an inciten.ent 
to others to make such gifts. 


Tae Eartor DALKEITH (Roxburgh) 
said that they had heard that this gift 
of £50,000 made by the late Mr. Findlay 
had not been met by the Treasury ; 
therefore; while Ireland had got its 
fair return for private contributions 
Scotland had not, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ought to put down for 
Seotland something like £50,000 or 
£60,000. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said he was astonished to hear his hon. 
friend theMember for West Aberdeenshire 
make a most unprovoked and uncalled- 
for assault upon the artistic work of 
the people of Ireland. The only excuse 
for that must be found in the fact that 
the hon. Gentleman had not visited the 
museum in Dublin at all. The hon. 
Member would excuse him for saying 
that there were schools of art of the 
highest possible merit in Ireland before 
Scotland was thrown up by some volcanic 
disturbance. The exhibits in the museum 
at Dublin proved beyond all question 
that from the earliest ages Ireland was 
famous for everything artistic. At the 
present period the Irish representatives 
were engaged in a fierce struggle to obtain 
from gland imens of Irish art 
which had found their way into the 
British Museum. It was most providential 
that he happened to be here to say a 
word in defence of Irish art. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) said ree ought = insist — 
upon ing a t for the Natio: 
Cle on the ay laid down by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. that 
were done, instead of receiving £6,000, 
Scotland ought to have received £66,000, 
for Mr. Findlay himself gave £50,000, 
and the Turner drawings were worth 


Mr. Parker Smith. 
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— pail he get some more 
satisfactory explanation he would support 
the Amendment. = 


*(10.35.) Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY 
said he really did not know how any hon, 
Member who heard the statement of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could give 
such an extraordinary travesty of what 
his right hon. friend said as his hon 
friend the Member for the Camlachie 
Division jhad given. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer promised an inquiry inte 


the constitution of the Board of Manu- ° 


factures as a proper authority to take 
care of the National Gallery. His ri 
hon. friend indicated, not obscurely, t 
the Board of Manufactures, which had 
an historical genesis in its favour, was not 
perhaps the best judge of what a picture 
gallery should be, and the time had 
come for some change. His hon. friend 
did not say “gt he was going - give an 
inquiry into the question o junds, 
shillin , and Ie What we right 
hon. friend said was, that if he could be 
certain eaten inquiry that we had a 
perfectly body to direct a national 
icture gallery, he would not stick out 
or a paltry thousand pounds in the year's 
Estimates. He never promised ar 
that precisely every penny spent by 
private munificence should necessarily be 
covered. He did not promise it for 
Scotland. But he said that, if there were 
a proper body to manage the Scottish 
National Musuem, he would be glad to 
give it the same amount of grant in the 
early Estimates as he had been in the 
habit of granting to Ireland. With that 


statement he thought hon. Members 
might be content. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he took it that it was also part of 
the understanding that whatever addi- 
tional money the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer gave, and he hoped it would be 
more than £1,000 a year—would date 
from this time. 


Sir JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
said what they asked was that a full in- 
quiry should be made into the institu. 
tions under the charge of the Board of 
Manufactures, and that the inquiry 
should embrace the whole of their 
financial position, including the question 
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of a grant from the Imperial Treasury 
equivalent to the benefactions made by 


private persons. 


*Mr. WEIR said that he was not 
satisfied with the promises made by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Lord Advocate, and as a 
Scotchman he protested against the 
Ohancellor of the Exchequer castigating 
Scotchmen for illiberality. Scottish liber- 
ality stood forth brightly for science and 
art in the past. It was the business 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
open his purse and contribute to the 
Scottish National Art Gallery. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer need 
not have twitted the Scottish people 
fr not giving more money to 
their Art Gallery. He thought it 
was most unfortunate that Ireland had 
been dragged into this question. He 
found that £17,000 had been given to 
the National Gallery in London, and he 
wanted to know what the people of 
England had contributed last year to 
that institution. He was sure that no 
people in the world were more apprecia- 
tive of pictures and the fine arts than 
the Scottish people. Had any of the 
members of this rd of Manufactures 
wer ventured to go to Japan in quest 
d curios or antiquities from Shinto or 
Buddha temples? Had they sought 
mtiquities in Egypt, India, or 
Greece? What did the right hon. 
Gentleman expect in the way of pictures 
worth placing in a National gallery, for 
£1,000 a year? He was glad that the 
Unionist and Tory and Radical Members 
a Scotland had joined hands on this 

jon, and had taken a leaf out of 
book of the Irish Members in 
demanding fair play for Scotland. - He 
never seen @ more unsatisfactory 
Report than that of the Board of Manu- 
. There was nothing definite in 
the promise of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and he hoped the hon. Member 
vould go to a division. 


“Sim M. HICKS BEACH said he 
was somewhat surprised that his state- 
ment appeared to be misunderstood, as 
there was still a disposition to go to 
‘division. Nothing could be done this 
year, but, of course, he intended that 
‘*mething should be done in next year’s 

tes, and that was the important 


int. He did not consider that the 

oard of Manufactures were a fitting body 
to manage the National Gallery, and he 
could not place £1,000 at the pasa of 
this Board, guided by an unknown secre- 
tary, as the Leader of the Opposition 
had said, for the purchase of pictures. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Unknown to me. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that the 
right hon. Gentleman knew Scotland 
ed well. He had not meant to say in 

is earlier speech that Scotchmen were 
less liberal in gifts for public purposes than 
Irishmen ; but hedid say that theitliberality 
had not been stimulated as the liberality of 
Irishmen had been stimulated in regard 
to private benefactions to the National 
Gallery. He would look into the matter 
and endeavour to ascertain what benefac- 
tions had been made. By the inquiry he 
promised Os 4 that some arrangement 
would be e that would place the 
National Gallery of Scotland in the same 
advantageous position as that of Ireland ; 
and he would undertake to place a sum of 
£1,000 on the Estimates of next year for 
the purchase of pictures, with the under- 
standing that it should be managed and 
controlled by whoever should be appointed 
as the result of the inquiry. 





| §ir JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
| said that, after the statement of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, he should with- 
draw his Amendment. 


*Srr (CHARLES DALRYMPLE (Ips- 
wich) said his only claim to intervene in 
the debate was that he was the only mem- 
ber of the Board of Manufactures who 
happened to have a seat in the House. 
It been said that the management of 
the Board was practically in the hands of 
a secretary. Anyone who had been 
present at the meetings of the Board 
would know how untrue was that allega- 
tion. There were upon the Board men 
who had a great knowledge of art, and 
they had the constant presence and ad- 
vice of Sir George Reid, President of the 
Royal Scottish Academy. As he under- 
stood the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
the obstacle to more liberal treatment of 
the National Gallery had beenthe incompe- 
tence of the Riad of Manufactures. If 
they had had an inkling that that was 
the state of mind of the Treasury, he was 
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sure the Board would have resigned in a 
body. He would only refer to the figures 
the right hon. Gentleman put before the 
House, which, of course, must have been 
supplied to him from some ignorant 
source, or else he would never have 
omitted, in mentioning the liberality 
shown to art in Scotland, to refer to the 
munificence of Mr. Findlay, which had 
been alluded to in the course of the 
debate. 


Stk HERBERT MAXWELL said that 
since mentioning £50,000 as the amount 
of Mr. Findlay’s gift, he had refreshed his 
memory, and he found that while his 
original gift for the National Portrait 
Gallery and the Society of Antiquaries 
was £50,000, that was subsequently sup- 
plemented by various sums, amounting 
to about £50,000 more. Accordingly, 
Mr. Findlay’s benefactions to these two 
institutions amounted to nearly £100,000. 


*Sm M. HICKS-BEACH said he was 
alluding to gifts for the purchase of 
pictures. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. CROSS hoped 
that the inquiry promised by the 
Chancellor of the chequer would 
take a broad form, and_ that 
£1,000 would not be regarded as 
the maximum amount of the grant. 
The Scottish Members had an oppor- 
tunity of making a protest ; and even if 
they did not suceeed on the first occasion, 
the Government would give them a more 
sympathetic hearing next year. He 
hoped the Government wouid grant the 
concession they asked for, namely, that 
the inquiry should be a broad one ; that 
the sum should not be limited to £1,000 ; 
and also that the controlling body 
should be such as to meet with general 
approval. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put and agreed to. 


Cuass III. 


Motion made, and Question posed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding "D4 87, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 


Sir Charles Dalrymple. 


{COMMONS} 
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March, 1903, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Lord Advocate’s Depart- 
ment, and other law charges, and the 
salaries and expenses of the Courts of 
Law and Justice in Scotland.” 


(11.15.) Mr. CALDWELL said fhe 
wished to direct the attention of the Lord 
Advocate, for the purpose of inquiry, toa 
representation made Boy Temperance 
Society of Wishaw. The facts were as 
follow: Mr. James Logan was a justice,and 
also held a licensed victualler’s licence in 
prenie According to a public 
notice in the Glasgow Herald on the 7th 
of January, 1902, the ee was 
dissolved; and a few days afterwards 
the licence was transferred to the brother 
of Mr. James Logan, who himself 
adjudicated as a licensing magistrate. 
The contention was ° on the dissolu- 
tion of the nership, Mr. James Logan 
was the holder of the licence, and trans 
ferred it to his brother. The Sheriff was 
appealed to on the ground that Mr. 
Logan had committed a violation of the 
Act ; but he said he was of opinion that 
a claim should not be brought by sum- 
mary jurisdiction, but should be brought 
at the instance of the Lord Advocate, 
The point he wished to bring before the 
Lord Advocate was that there was prima 
facie evidence that Mr. James Loge, 
a justice of the peace, was concerned in 
the transfer ; that he was the holder of 
the licence after the withdrawal of his 
partner ; that he adjudicated in the case; 
and that the transfer was to his own 
brother. Information was laid in the 
Sheriff's Court, but it was held that the 
informer could not sue, and that it was 
a matter for the Procurator Fiscal. He 
was sorry he had not been able to give 
the Lord Advocate fuller partic 
earlier, but he thought he had estab 
lished a prima facie case ; and if a penalty 
was exigible at the suit of the Procurator 
Fiscal, he hoped the law would be en 
forced. His only desire was that the 
law should be carried out, < that 
magistrates, when dealing with licences, 
should act legally. He hoped the Lord 
Advocate would make inquiries into the 
matter. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he wished 
to ask again a question which he 
previously asked, but which the Lord 
Advocate had not had time to answer. 
It had reference to the work of the 
Procurator Fiscal and his deputy ™ 
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w. The amount of work which 

through that office was some- 
thing enormous, being about 40 per 
cent. of the serious criminal legal work 
of the entire country. The staff was 
not adequate either as regarded number 
o@ salary. It was a very long time 
since any addition was made to the staff 
or the pay of the office, although the 
amount of work had increased enor- 
mously. A memorial ‘asking for an 
increase of the staff in order to over- 
take the work had been sent in, and 
he hoped it would be considered. He 
was told the difficulty was with the 
Treasury ; but he hoped the Lord 
Advocate would hold out a promise 
that something would be done in the 
near future in the matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said of 
gurse all questions of salary and allow- 
anees were necessarily matters for the 
Treasury, and were not matters which 
rally arose on the Estimates at all. He 
vould tell his hon. friend quite plainly 
that the Treasury were only concerned 
with the Procurator Fiscal. The other 
dficials had no direct communication 
vith the Treasury, which had no 
eens of the Procurator Fiscal 
abordinates. It was quite obvious that 
my application for an increased allow- 
ance should come through the Procurator 
Fiscal and through no one else. He 
wuld, however, assure his hon.: friend 
that the matter would be submitted to 
the Treasury at no distant date. With 

to the question of the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanarkshire, as the hon. 
Member very fairly said, he had not 
ken able to give him particulars which 
would enable him to form a judgment ; 
tut if he had the particulars he would 
tt express an opinion as to the merits 
demerits of that particular prosecu- 
tion. As he understood the case, some- 
me was alleged to have committed an 
and a prosecution for that 

fence was brought by a private indi- 
The point was then raised as 
whether a private individual was 
atitled to prosecute in such a case, and 
the sheriff held he was not. Heobserved 
tht the hon. Member did not say 
whether there was any application to 
the Procurator Fiscal after the sheriff 
hd decided that a private individual 
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was not a proper prosecutor. No one 
knew better than the hon. Member that 
he would never take up a criminal 
matter simply because it was suggested 
to him by private letter. He always 
said that a complaint should be 
made in the ordinary way to the 
Procurator Fiscal, and therefore he 
could not promise an inquiry; but he 
would promise him that if a proper re- 
commendation were made, the matter 
would be considered on its merits by a 
Crown Counsel. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that the matter 
had been before the Procurator Fiscal, 
who said that, as an action had been 
taken, he could not intervene. Now that 
| the action was out of the way, he hoped 
the Procurator Fiscal would consider it. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON said he 
wished to direct attention to the position 
'of Deputy Procurators Fiscal. Once a 
| Deputy Procurator Fiscal was appointed 
to a district, he remained there. He 
had no chance of being promoted to a 
better district or of obtaining better 
emoluments. He ho the right hon. 
'Gentleman would take the matter into 
| consideration. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
was quite aware that there had been, for a 
long time, a movement among Deputy 
Procurators Fiscal in the direction 
mentioned by his hon. friend, and he was 
not surprised at it from their own point 
of view. But it was a point of view 
which thad never been admitted by the 
Treasury. It would really mean that 
the position of Deputy Procurator Fiscal 
should be made a public service, and he 
thought there were very good reasons 
against that. The Deputy Procurator 
Fiscal was originally the sheriff's officer, 
and was practically paid by the county 
by being allowed to exact fees for 
cases in which he acted. The right 
to charge fees was, however, abolished, 
and the whole matter was put in order 
by statute, which, although it allowed 
the nomination to remain with the 
sheriff, gave a veto on the appointment 
to the Government. The present system, 
although logically somewhat anomalous 
— had worked very well. The 

puty Procurator Fiscal was still the 
sheriff's officer, but practically he was 
under the command of the Lord Advocate, 
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and as the Lord Advocate paid the piper, 
lie also called the tune. There was, 
however, no direct connection between 
the Treasury and the Deputy Pro- 
curators Fiscal, and, that being so, his 
hon, friend would see how entirely in- 
admissible his demand was. 


*Mr. WEIR said he should like to 
have some explanation as to why the 
salary of the Legal Secretary to the Lord 
Advocate had been increased this year 
from £500 to £900, in addition to fees. 
He did not like the arrangement. If a 
‘man were worth £500 or £900, let him 
have it, and let him do all the work of his 
office for it. But he objected to a man 
receiving a salary and then being paid fees 
for the work required of him. The in- 
crease was a large one, and, in order to 
elicit an explanation, he would move that 
the salary be reduced by £100. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the salary of the 
Lord Advocate. ” (Mr Weir.) 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
did not blame the hon. Gentleman for 
having raised the question, but there 
was a good explanation of the increase. 
His Legal Secretary, as a matter of fact, 
did not get any increase at all. In 
former years there was an allowance for 
the preparation of Bills for Parliament, 
under the authority of the Lord Advo- 
cate, which always stood at £800 a year, 
and the invariable rule hitherto was that 
the Lord Advocate’s Secretary got a 
salary of £500 a year, and was allowed 
£800 a year for drafting Parliament 
Bills. Last year the latter amount was 
reduced from £800 to £600, and this year 
it was thought better that the Lord 
Advocate’s Secretary should have a 
proper salary, and not be paid from 
what he got from Bills. £500 a year 
for the Secretary to the Lord Advocate 
was quite inadequate. He must be a 
Scotch lawyer; he was taken away from 
Edinburgh ; and, in fact, his practice was 
broken up for life, as no man could be 
Secretary to the Lord Advocate and at 
the same time hope to get on in his pro- 
fession. Under the new arrangement, 
the Lord Advocate’s Secretary was to 
have £900 a year, and for that he would 
not only have to discharge the duties of 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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Legal Secretary, but would also have to 
act as draughtsman for ordinary Bills, 
There would still, of course, be an allow. 
ance of £300 for the drafting of Bills of 
a larger character which necessitated 
outside assistance. As a matter of fact, 
so far from the £900 being an increased 
salary, it was really a decrease as com- 
pared with former years. In answer to 
a question which an hon. Gentleman put 
to him on a previous occasion, he might 
say that, as far as he was aware, there 
was no sweating in the Lord Advocate’s 
Department. 


* Mr. WEIR said he was glad to 
hear the explanation of the right hon, 
Gentleman. He believed in paying good 
salaries, but he objected to such a tinker- 
ing system. It appeared that the Legal 
Secretary to the Lord Advocate was 
| working on salary and commission, and 
‘he did not consider that that was a 
straight or honest method of conducting 
the business of a Government Depart 





| ment. Asa matter of fact, the gentleman 
was now receiving £100 a year more 
than he previously received. 


| *Mr, A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
the hon. Gentleman could not get over 
the fact that five and six were eleven, 
and, therefore, more than nine. There 
was another Estimate of £300 to pay for 
Bills drafted outside the office, but the 
Lord Advocate’s Secretary would not get 
more than £900 a year, although under 
a Liberal Government he had £1,300 a 
year, and quite recently he had £1,100 
@ year. 


*Mr. WEIR said he understood now 
that the Legal Secretary to the Lord 
Advocate would have to draft ordinary 
Bills, but that £300 would be paid for 
the drafting of extraordinary Bills 
That was not a good system. He should 
like to call the attention of the Lord 
Advocate to a Return prepared by the 
Crown Agent—— 


* Toe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
has moved a reduction relating to one 
particular item, and he must confine him- 
self to that. 





*Mr. WEIR said he would withdraw 
his Motion. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said he was glad | £500, in respect of the salary of the 
the question had been raised, as the | Crown Agent.’”—({Mr Weir.) 


Committee had received 9 very reason-| + Te CHAIRMAN was j 

; proceeding to 
able explanation from the Lord Advocate. | 44 the Question; bat desisted when the 
They had it now that the Legal Secretary P 


to the Lord Advocate would draft ORD ADVOCATE rose. 

ordinary Bills, and that the £300 was| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
for certain contingencies. He thought | point of order, may I ask if the right 
that, considering the small amount|hon. Gentleman will be in order in 
of Scottish legislation there was in the | speaking after you have put the Question. 


present session, that £300 was morethan| *Tywe CHAIRMAN: [had not gathered 
enough. The explanation of the Lord| the voices. I had only thered the 
Advocate was, however, quite satisfactory, |“ Ayes.” The right hon. Gentleman is 
and he was glad he had been able to /| entitled to intervene if he wishes. 


— asalapvapehdagil Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. point of order, I ask whether the right 
Original Question again proposed. hon. Gentleman can address the House 


*Mr. WEIR said he had a serious | #fter the Question is put, although you, 
complaint to make against the Crown Sir, had not gathered the voices? 


Agent. He had signed a Return pur-| *Twe CHAIRMAN: The rule is that 
porting to show the valuation of deer| no debate can take place after the voices 
forests, and it turned out to™be the most | are gathered, and the voices are not 
inaccurate document he had ever seen, | gathered until the “Ayes” and the 
and he himself had to bring under the|“Noes” are collected. I had only 
notice of the Scotch Office many correc- | reached the point of asking the “‘ Ayes,” 
tions. One deer forest which covered | and I had not asked the “ Noes.” 

8,000 acres was only put down at ‘ 
12,000 acres. It ‘was important that *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
they should have accurate information that, as the hon. Member knew, the Crown 
m such subjects, and hon. Members re st gr my x Piva scamige 5 rg age 
told not bo expoited.to do the work | mms fr the dretion of the whole. of 
a . a at ager _—_— reference to the Return mentioned by the 
‘ek. “ig £650.” be Se ws ee ods at | 200: Member, it was not possible to give 
$373, either of whom would probably do hye Record eegran Mresesige Hey | 
< ms scam aie Gnedaie «. ie tet to the expense of a survey in order to 
a caien + aie wees ti psd tify the curiosity of the hon. Member. 


nea peel hey had to take such information as 
ksness of the Crown Agent in issuing | was given to them by the various factors, 
document of such a character; and he 


> and it would have been absurd to incur 
begged to move to reduce his salary by | the expense of a survey in order to find 
00. He hoped hon. Members on the | out how many acres exactly there were 
ther side would join with his hon. in deer forests in Scotland. 
friends and stand together on all Scottish 
matters. (11.54.) Question put. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 45; 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by | Noes, 115. (Division List No. 249.) 
AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork. N.E. | Flynn, James Christopher Murphy, John 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Harmsworth, R. Leicester Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Boland, John Hayden, John Patrick Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
ell, James Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | Jordan, Jeremiah O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp’r’ry, Mid 
n, Richard Knight Joyce, Michael O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
, John Joseph Lundon, W. O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
, Eugene MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | O’Dowd. John 
, William Randal MacVeagh, Jeremiah O’Shaughesssy, P. J. 
y, William M‘Govern, T. Partington, Oswald 
Donelan, Capt. A. M‘Kean, John Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Doogan, P. C. M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) Reddy, M. 
Firench, Peter Murnaghan, George Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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Boe, Sir Thomas 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan Donal 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt, Hn. John 

Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornse 
Balfour, Rt HnGer’ld W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Kt. HnSirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bil), Charles 

Boscawen, Artbur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bulli, William James 

Carson, Right Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Capt. Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwy n Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, Comm H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


@ Original Question again proposed. 
It being after Midnight, the CHAIRMAN 
Shair to make his Reporte to the 


left the C 
House. 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; 
Committee also report progress; to sit 


again tomorrow. 


IMPRISONMENT OF Mz. P. A. 
M‘HUGH, M.P. 
Special Report from the Select Com- 
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Thomas, David Alfred(Merth 
Whitley, J. H. Halifax ae 
Williams, Osmond (Mefioneth 

NOES. 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin&Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonde 8. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Hall, Edward Marsball 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Hogg, Li ¥. 
Howard,Jno,(Kent,Faversham 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Brist’],S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Crae, George 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn.A.Grah’m(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


his warrant 
Balfour.) 








the House. 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayzs,— 
Mr. Weirand Mr. William 
Redmond. 


Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
in, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
a 

idley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybri 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomas 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hn. W, F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskir 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jobn M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H(Sheffield 
Warde, Colonel C. E, 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E.R.} 
Wilson, John Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N. 
Wood, James 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Prison, or other officer in whose custody 
Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, 

be, do bring the said 53 
M‘Hugh, Esquire, in safe custody on 
Monday next, at Twelve o'clock, to the 
said Committee, and so from time to time 
as often as his attendance shall be thought 
necessary, and that Mr. Speaker do issue 


Esquire, may 
atrick Aloysius 


accordingly.—(Mr. A. J. 


ILLNESS OF .THE KING. 


a Speech imdicutes revist 


mittee brought up, and read, as followeth : 

“ Your Committee having been informed 
that Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, 
Member for North Leitrim, being in gaol 
under a magisterial order in petty sessions 
in Ireland, is unable to attend the meet- 
ing of your Committee without the inter- 
vention of the House, and, being desirous 
of securing his attendance, recommend 
that the necessary steps should be taken 
by the House to secure his attendance 
before them.” 

Special Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 245.] 

Ordered, that the Governor of Sligo' 


On the Motion for Adjournment, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have made 
inquiries as to the condition of the King. 
There is nothing to add to the information 
which has already been made public, but, 
as there may be some hon. Members who 
have not seen the published bulletin, ! 
will read it to the House— ma 

‘‘ The King has passed a fairly comforta 
day, and hes maintained his prea. th. There 
is a returning desire for food, which has to be 
very given. There has been some 
return of pain in the wound.” 

Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL, 


YORK CORPORATION BILL, 
COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL, 
WAY BILL, 
NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


eee 5 cassis RAILWAY 


sae by the Alermoer. 


wiwte 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
}posed to the House to form the Select 
, Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz., 

D. Wellington, 

E. Powis, 

E. Rosse (Chairman), 

L. Wandsworth, 

L. Killanin ; 


, greed to; and the said Lords appointed 
‘ wcordingly : The Committee to meet on 
‘Thursday next at eleven o’clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
have to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


vewote trechicates Te 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


The King’s consent signified ; Bill read 
¥,and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELD 
MARKET) BILL, 
HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL, 
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NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL, 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL, 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [u.1.], 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [H.1.], 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 2) BILL [a.1.], 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Marquess of Bristol 
be proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Lord Wandsworth; read 
and agreed to. 


OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [a.1.], 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 1) 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 

Amendments agreed to. 

RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [H.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 

BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [#.L.]} 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [u.1.}. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments: the said Amend- 

ments considered and agreed to. 
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MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
PORATION OF MORECAMBE). 


Charter of the Corporation of the 
borough of Morecambe, dated 24th June, 
1902. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 TO 
1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Augusta Villa Robson, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permit- 
ting her to be at large on condition that 
she enter the London Preventive and 
Reformatory Institution, Euston Road, 
N.W. 


fELaid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, the 
object of this Bill is to amend the law 
with regard to the granting of pensions 
to police reservists. At present, a police- 
man who has been called out with the 
Reserves cannot, on returning to the 
police force, count the time during 
which he was on active service in cal- 
culating his pension. Nor have the 
police authorities any power to allow 
that to be done. This Bill will enable 
the police authorities, if they think 
fit—the matter is entirely in their own 
control—to include time spent on active 
service in the calculation of the time 
that would count for superannuation. 
I think your Lordships will agree that 
it is only reasonable that a man in this 
position, who has served through a long 
and arduous campaign, should be allowed 
to count that period in the same way 
as if he had been serving his country 
in the police force at home. 


Billi read 2* (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Tuesday next. 


{LORDS} 
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PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL, 
[SEcoND READING. ] 

Order of the day for the § 
Reading read. . — T 

LorD BELPER: My Lords, this x 
another very small measure, the object 
of which is to remove a doubt which 
exists as to the exact amount of pension PR 
which may be paid to officers retiring ( 
from prison service. It appears that T 
when the Prisons Act was passed, it ] 
was laid down that the amount of the Rey 
pensions should not exceed the Civil Pet 
Service scale, whereas formerly, under the 
the old system, it was the custom to ing 
give two-thirds of the salary. Under Firs 
the Civil Service scale it is ne Ord 
to have served for forty years before hav 
being entitled to a pension of two E 
thirds of the salary. A grievance has 
consequently arisen. In several cases 
the local authority has applied to be On 
enabled to give the full two-thirds, ann 
and the Treasury, in order to avoid 
any unfairness being done, especially erry 
as it was understood when the Prisons oe 
Act passed, that the officers should | 
not be put in a worse position than 
formerly, agreed to sanction this on SOUT 
condition that the extra money should 
be paid by the local authority. Some 
of the local government auditors have 
raised the question whether this can Lor 
be legally done, and this Bill is for the JH agreec 
purpose of legalising these payments, war 
both in the past and in the future. If ing 
the Bill passes, the local authorities wil Pa 
be able to give pensions of two-thirds lian 
of the salary in those cases where they , 
think proper, on the understanding, of M 
course, that no extra charge is made on They 
the Treasury, and that the extra amount J Visional 
over and above the pension receivable Provisic 
under the Prisons Act is paid by the Amend 
local authorities. . 
® Bill read 2* (according to order), and ate 





committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 







House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 2'7th Tune, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeaKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, originat- 
ing in the Lords, and referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :— 

Education Board Provisional Orders 

Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time upon Monday next. 
<ITY OF LONDON (PUBLIC HEALTH) 


BILL (CHANGED FROM “CITY OF LONDON 
(STREETS) BILL”), 


KENT WATER BILL, 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL, 


WEST HAM GAS BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

They have agreed to:—Pilotage Pro- 
visional Order Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; without 
Amendment. 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
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of payments to the twelve senior bur 
gesses ; and to make further provision 
in regard to the health, local govern- 
| ment, and improvement of the borough ; 
and the borrowing of money by the 
Corporation ; and for other purposes.” 
[Swansea Corporation Bill (Lords). ] 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION a og AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions against: From Blaenau 
Festiniog ; Luton (two); Penn; High 
| Wycombe (two); Leicester (two); Cal- 
verley ; Clapham; Wirral; and Gaw- 
thorpe ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION SL AND WALES) 


Petitions for alterations : From Leeds ; 
and Old Oscott ; to lie upon the Table. 





| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| 
divi 
| 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
PORATION OF MORECAMBE). 
Copy presented, of Charter of Incor- 
| poration of the Borough of Morecambe, 
| dated 24th June, 1902 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
| Augusta Villa Robson, a convict under 
| detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
| her to be at large, on condition that she 
enter the London Preventive and Re- 
formatory Institution, Euston Road, N.W. 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 





Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House— 


LUNACY. 

Copy of the Fifty-Sixth Report of the 
Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor, with Appendix [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





toempower the Corporation of Swansea 
to construct and work tramways and 
construct street improvements and 
dither works; to enclose the common 
lands known as Graig-Trewyddfa ; to 
wafer powers upon the Corporation in 
le to their electric lighting under- 
ing, their recreation grounds, and the 
@tablighment of insurance and other 
; to provide for the discontinuance 





[No. 246.] 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Grants to University Colleges—Hartley 
College, Southampton. 

Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 

ampton): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 


12 








Liconsii 


Exchequer whether any grant will be 
made to Hartley College, Southampton, 
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college into a university college; and, if | before the House. 
‘what th 


so, whether he can state what t 
of the grant will be. 


(Answer.) I hope that Papers giving full | 


nts to university 


information as to the 
in the course of 


colleges will be issue 
next week.—(7'reasury.) 


Irish Land Commission Clerkships. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down County, 8.) : | 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 


that the sudden change in the age limit 
for candidates for Irish Land Commission 
clerkships has inflicted inconvenience on 


candidates who had been reading for some 


time for this examination ; and whether 


time postponed for the beginning of the | 
new rule, or to have an examination as | 


near as possible to the end of the year in 
order that those who have prepared under 


the old rule may have an opportunity of | 


competing. 


(Answer.) The hon. Member does not | 
r to have been correctly informed | 


appea 


of all the facts. In February last re 


tions were issued altering the limits of age | THE 


as prescribed by regulations dated June, | insertion of these words. 
1895. Representations were made to me | 


that candidates who had been readin 
for the examination under the su 
regulations would be placed at a disadvan- 
tage unless substantial notice of the pro- 
posed changes were given, and an arrange- 
ment was made by which, in the event of 
an examination being held before 1st 
January, 1903, it should be conducted 
under the older regulations of June, 1895. 
This was not an unimportant concession 
to candidates such as are referred to in 
the Question, and the Government is not 
prepared to extend it.—(Irish Office.) 


Education Bill, 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
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(Answer.) Nobody regrets more deepl 
than I do the itn the. aspect which - 
with a view to the conversion of that | has been given to the Education Bill now th 
It was certainly th 
e amount | introduced in no controversial spirit, pr 
}and with no desire to arouse religious th 
susceptibilities. Believing as I do that He 
it is calculated to effect a great and the 
much-needed educational reform, I do Me 
| not see how, consistently with the publie wh 
| interest, it would be possible to carry out cep 
| the suggestion contained in the Question. wh 
—(Treasury.) eve: 
cati 
LICENSING BILL. = 
As amended (by the Standing Com- sup) 
| mittee), further considered. ani 
. B pete oe F saoiaga’ GIBBS (London) * 
, upon the Paper an Amendment to 
arrangements will be made to have the | i,.ort words in the proviso to Sub-section oy 
1 in order to provide that the sub-section did } 
|shall not apply to any excise licence have 
taken out by a spirit-dealer or wine- effect 
| dealer for premises which are exclusively hon. 
used for the sale of intoxicating liquors, far a 
“or of intoxicating liquors and mineral unde 
waters.” confi 
la-| *Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror Ph 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. and | 
and subjects of examination for third-class | Rrrcutg, Croydon): As the hon. Member of wl 
clerkships in the Irish Land Commission, | is not in his place, I propose to move the ment. 
Gent] 
Amendment made. which 
q trade 
= Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, but t 
S.W.) moved the addition of the follow- effect. 
ing words:-—‘‘ Provided also that Gentle 
this sub-section shall not apply to any namb: 
excise licence taken out by a wine 
dealer in respect of Colonial grown *MR 
wine.” He said there appeared on the 
Paper, in the name of the hon. Member _ Mr. 
for the Hallam Division of Sheffield, gi Tshth 
an Amendment which he understood Ih was | 
was out of order, because they could | 
had already passed that portion of = 
the Bill, and therefore it could not of net 
be moved; but he frankly admitted Sr 
that he would have preferred the hon. ok 


Rushcliffe) : To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the 
present circumstances, he will during their 
continuance consider the propety of 
asking the attention of the House to 
business less calculated to arouse con- 
troversy than that provoked by the 
Education Bill. 





| the hon. Member for the 
Division, he would’ be very glad 
to do so. The Home Secretary, 


| dealing with that Clause, had always 





Member’s Amendment to his own. 
Were it possible so to alter his Amend- 


ment as to bring it into line with that of 
Hallam 
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asserted, both in that House and in| of Australian wine imported into this 
the Committee upstairs, that it was| country was some 148,000 gallons. In 


the firm of Messrs. Gilbey who were 
rimarily concerned in the objection to 
that clause relating to grocers’ licences. 
He trusted he need not assure the House | 
that he knew nothing whatever of | 
Messrs. Gilbey, and had no connection 
whatever with them, and with the ex- 

tion of having received the circular 
which he believed had been addressed to 
every Member, he had had no communi- 
cation with them. When the Home 
Secretary accused those who ‘took a 
different view of that Clause of being 
supporters of Messrs. Gilbey, he did them | 
aninjustice. They were in that matter | 
actuated solely by a sense of justice, and |. 
whether it affected Messrs. Gilbey or | 





1890, it had grown to 314,000 gallons, 
and in 1900, to 822,000 gallons. This 
year it would probably amount to some- 
thing like 1,000,000 gallons. The whole 
of that trade was done by the grocers of 
this country. It was not carried on by 
the wine merchants, because those con- 
nected with the trade found, to begin 
with, that very naturally the wine 
merchants were prejudiced against the 
new wines, the sale of which detrimentally 
affected the interests which they repre- 
sented. From one end of the country to 
the other the grocers had taken up the 
sale of the Colonial wines in a remarkable 
manner, and if they were going to reduce 
the number of their licences they were, 
undoubtedly, going to affect detrimentally 


anybody else, they would have taken | the interests of the trade. They could 
exactly the same course of action. He) not now deal with the amount to be 
did not think the Home Secretary could charged for these licences ; but that was 
have considered how far-reaching the! 4 matter which could be easily adjusted 
elect of that Clause would be. Theright | hereafter, and he hoped he had convinced 
hon, Gentleman had assumed that, s0/| the right hon. gentleman that by the 
far as the sale of wine was concerned | Clause sae he would be doing a 
under that Clause, its effect would be| very serious injustice to a rising and 
confined almost entirely to French wine. | already flourishing trade which affected 
He had not considered how very seriously | nearly all our Salaulen It could not be 


that Clause would affect the Australian | contended that any serious moral effect 
and Colonial wine trade, the protection! was produced upon the people of this 
of which was the object of his Amend- | country by the consumption of these 


ed to move the Amend- 


ment. He was sure the right hon.| wines, He be, 
in his name. 


Gentleman would desire to do nothing | ment which s 
which could adversely affect the wine | 
trade or any other trade of the Colonies, | 
but that Clause could have no other) «tn page4, line 30, after the word ‘ business’ 
effect. The object of the right hon. | to insert the words, ‘provided also, that this 


Gentleman mit | was to reduce the | santa men Fy apply, “7 any — 
>} | licence taken out by a wine dealer in respec 
number of grocers’ licences. | of Colonial grown wine’.”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No. | Question proposed, “ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 
Mr. GALLOWAY said although the | 
tight hon, Gentleman denied that intention, | *Mr. RITCHIE: I have not the 
it was evident that the effect of the Clause | smallest doubt whatever as to the inten- 
could be none other than to reduce the | tion of my hon. friends in regard to this 
number of such licences, which would be | or any other Amendment. If I have ever 
the necessary consequence of the passing | seemed to imply that they are actuated 
of the Clause, and the result would be by consideration for other people engaged 
that the Australian wine trade, which was | in the trade, I must have made myself 
very largely carried on through grocers, | very much misunderstood. That never 
would be adversely affected. He wished | entered my mind at all, and I entirely 
% except from the working of that Clause | dissociate myself from any idea of the 
ial wines. The Australian trade | kind. No one will fail to agree that it is 
Was a new and growing one. It was | very desirable to encourage all forms of 
started in 1871—only some thirty years | trade with the Colonies, but I think the 
4go—and the figures of its increase were hon. Member is mistaken in believing that 
very extraordinary. In 1886, the amount! the proposed Clause will lead to any 


Amendment proposed— 
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diminution whatever in the amount of 
Colonial wine consumed in this country. 
The hon. Member has suggested that 
the intention of the Government is to 
reduce the number of these licences. 
That, of course, is not our intention at all. 


Licensing 


Mr. GALLOWAY : I argued that the 
effect of the Clause would be to reduce the 
number of such licences. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The intention of the 
Government is in no way to discourage the 
reasonable sale of wine, spirits or beer as 
nowgenerally carried on. What we want is 
to guard against an indefinite multiplica- 
tion of those licences, and also to put more 
power into the hands of the magistrates 
to deal with those who, although not 
infringing the statute law, do undoubtedly 
infringe the moral law. There can be no 
doubt that there are cases in which 
grocers do supply liquor and call it some- 
thing else. However, I will not press 
that point further, except to say that 
at present there is no power whatever 
in the hands of the magistrates to control 
such action as the sale of wines as groceries. 
But apart altogether from other consider- 
ations, I do not see how what the Amend- 
ment proposes can be done. How are we 
to differentiate between Colonial and 
other wines? I suspect a great deal of 
the Colonial wine is used for admixture 
with other wines, and that it is not all 
sold as Colonial wine. I do not see how 
it would be possible to give the Colonies 
that preference. I would point out also 
that there will be a decided anomaly 
under the terms of the Amendment. 
There will be no control by the justices 
of the sale of Colonial wine, but there will 
remain the full control which now exists 
as to the sale of alcoholic liquors produced 
in this country. I do not think that that 
would be either wise or practicable. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said that according to the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill, 
the main object of these restrictions of 
grocers’ licences was to prevent secret 
drinking which led to habits of inebriety. 
It sould not be said that these light 
wines were responsible for such habits, 
and no doubt it was the intention of Mr. 
Gladstone to encourage the consumption 
of these wines when he created grocers’ 
licences. Surely that was not impractic- 
able to so provide that the justices in 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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their discretion should not interfere with 
grocers who sold these light wines, 
which it should be remembered paid 
duty. We ought to help the Colonial 
industries wherever we could. He did 
not think much weight should attach to 
the complaint that wines were some- 
times sold under another name, neither 
could he see that there would be any 
great difficulty in differentiating between 
Colonial and other wines, for the pro- 
visions of the Merchandise Marks Act 
were now so clear that it was extremely 
difficult to falsely describe the place of 
origin of any commodity, and all wines 
had to be described under that Act. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman 
might have given a more sympathetic 
reception to the Amendment. 


Question put and negatived. 


(12.35.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERT- 
SON (Hackney, S.) said he had in 
tended to move the omission from 
lines 32 and 33 of the words, “And 
seventy-four.” He had, he said, dis- 
covered that in the definition clause 
there was a small section, which was 
enacting in its character—and which 
ought not in his opinion to appear in that 
part of the Bill. The House was wrong 
In putting into an interpretation clause 
a really enacting clause, but as the words 
were there, he proposed to meet the 
difficulty not by moving the Amendment 
which stood in his name, but by propos 
ing the deletion of all words after 
“ Notwithstanding ” in line 31, down to 
“licensing justices” in line 33, and the 
insertion in lieu thereof of “any enact- 
ment to the contrary.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, line 31, to leave out from the 
word ‘notwithstanding,’ to the second word 
‘the,’ in line 33, and insert the words ‘any 
enactment to the contrary.’”—(Mr. 
Robertson.) 


Question ead. “That the words 
ef 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he understood 
that the Amendment was put forward 
on the plea that it was an improvement 
of the wording of the Clause. 
could not possibly accept the pro 
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without full consideration. He read the 
Clause carefully through with the 
Attorney General on the previous day, 
and was assured by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman that the words’ were 
essential as they stood. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said it was about time the right hon. 
Gentleman made up his mind as to 
what he desired to do. Did he 
mean to give the licensing justices 
free and unqualified discretion? If so 
there could be no possible harm in the 
Amendment. The Clause as it stood 
gave such discretion notwithstanding 
certain things ; the effect. of the Amend- 
ment would be to give it notwithstand- 
ing anything. It madethe Clause wider : 
it could not possibly narrow it. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
he would like to explain that he had 
been in cons.."tation with the Attorney 
General on the subject of his Amend- 
ment. Still, as it was a rather difficult 
point, and as in a round-about way 
the Clause as it at present stood did 
arrive at the point arrived at by the 
Amendment, he would not put the 
House to the trouble of a division. He 
would thereforeask leave to withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
stid he wished to make some verbal 
alterations in the Amendment which 
stood in his name, chiefly in the direction 
suggested in the Amendment to the 
Amendment of which the hon. Member 
for the Devizes Division of Wiltshire had 
given notice, viz., by substituting the 
25th June, 1902, as the date at which 
licences must be in force to exempt them 
from the magisterial discretion in regard 
we His Amendment would then 
reagd— 


“Provided that where a licence for the 
sale of wine, spirits, liqueurs, sweets or 
tider not to be consumed on the premises 
was in force on the 25th June, 1902, an 
application for the renewal of such licence 
or of any licence granted by way of 
Tenewal thereof from time to time, shall 
not be refused to the person holding such 

ce, except on one or more of the 
§tounds on which it might have been 
tefused if this Act had not been passed.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It appears to me the 
hon. Member would not be in order in 
moving this Amendment, seeing that the 
House has already expressly provided for 
the “free and unqualified discretion ” of 
the magistrates. Now the hon. Member 
wishes to put in a proviso that they shall 
not have that unqualified discretion ex- 
cept in certain cases. I do not think 
that can be done. 


*Mr. CRIPPS pointed out that a dis- 
tinction was drawn in his Amend- 
/ment between existing licences in the 
|hands of existing licensees and future 
licences in the hands of future licensees, 
| and he submitted that where they had a 
general provision, such as the Speaker 
had pointed out, it was in order to 
subsequently insert words limiting that 
provision, so as to take out from its opera- 
| tion certain existing licences in the hands 
of existing licensees. Surely it was a 
common practice to make exceptions 
to general provisions. Thesame principle 
was applied in Sub-section 1. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Would 
it not be possible to put in the limiting 
words “ except as hereafter stated ” before 
the words “free and unqualified 
discretion ” ? 








*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, if those words 
are there inserted the hon. Member for 
Stretford might afterwards move his 
Amendment. But when the House has 
positively decided there shall be no 
exception, it is not in order to subse- 
quently move exceptions. 


*Mr. CRIPPS said he would move 
that these words “except as hereafter 
stated’’ be inserted in the Clause. He 
said the necessity for putting them in 
depended on the question of bringing 
in the subsequent proviso. The 
proposals in the Bill would apply not 
only to future licences and future 
licensees, but to existing licences and 
existing licensees. He did not think 
they were now dealing with what was 
called the general temperance question, 
and he did not believe the most ardent 
advocate of temperance would say that 
he looked to this Bill as one intended to 
materially decrease existing licences. 
They did look upon it as a Bill to 
prevent the too large extension of this 
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form of licence in the future, and, there- 
fore, if they eliminated that element 
they came to a simple issue. Could the 
main object of the Bill be attained by 
dealing with future licences only? 
What the Home Secretary desired was 
to have a tee against an undue 
increase of these licences, and so far as 
that was the object of the Bill his Amend- 
ment would make no alteration what- 
ever. As hon. Members would see, he 
had been most careful to limit it not 
only as regarded the time at which the 
licences existed, but he proposed to limit 
it to existing licensees. He did not want 
to perpetuate what was a system of 
privileged licences, but his object was to 

rotect the individual engaged in a 
fogitimate trade, and not to protect the 
licence itself. He wished to protect the 
trader carrying on his business, and he 
did not want to give any special or 
exceptional value to the premises in 
which that business was being carried 
on. They knew that whenever they 
created by regulation what he might 
well call “monopoly value,” it did un- 
fortunately tend to increase the value of 
the premises in which the trade was 
carried on. He had always been opposed 
to that, and said his object was to protect 
the individual and not the licence. He 
did not think it was necessary in 
temperance reform to act unjustly to 
existing interests. It had been a 
mistake to look too exclusively at the 
temperance point sometimes with dis- 
regard to fairness and justice, but he 
claimed that he reconciled the two in his 
Amendment. If there was any miscon- 
duct on the part of a particular licensee, 
his licence could be taken away at the 
present timt. He was now subject to the 
magistrates as regarded questions of 
personal misconduct, and the is- 
trates could also deal with the question 
as to whether the premises were them- 
selves fy on and suitable for the 
particular business. Take the position 
of the existing licences. No one could 
say that the grocers of this country—as 
a class—as regarded their business 
capacity and moral character—were not 
equal to other classes of traders. 
The small grocer, in a small country 
town, was very often one of the most 
-Tespectable residents in that town; he 
was a man who had built up his trade, 
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and had expended a certain amount on 
stock, and it was now the law that he 
should not be interfered with except for 
misconduct. Surely it was not right or 
just to sacrifice - interests of that 
man — interests legitimately i 
because other people alte — 
change in the licensi laws. There 
were two points with which he ought to 
deal. First there was that relating to 
one control. It was obvious that it 
would be an advantage as far as they 
could apply it justly and fairly. They 
had to remember that there was one 
control at the present time on the 
question of individual misconduct, be 
cause these licences were in that sense 
subject to the jurisdiction of the 
magistrates, and they must not push the 
policy of one control so far as to act un- 
fairly and unjustly to legitimate trade 
interests. It was desirable to find some 
means of reconciling the two, and he 
thought the best plan to do that was to 
apply the new regulation to new licensees 
only. As to the argument that this 
Amendment would give a privileged form 
of licence, he contended that it did not 
create any privilege at all. It merely 
prescribed that existing licensees should 
not be disturbed in the rights they now 
had, and that was an_ entirely 
different matter. It would be a 
great advantage to limit the pro 
tection to existing licensees, but the 
proposal of the Government was to give 
no consideration whatever to them. It 
should be remembered that the licensees 
were not the movers in this matter. Their 
position was sought to be altered by 
legislation. An effort was being made to 
regulate their trade, and one natural 
effect of that was to give a certain 
rivileged position to existing holders. 
at privileged position was rs under 
such Acts as the Acts of 1869 and 
1872, and similar enactments. It was 
a great advantage to avoid that diff 
Let them take the Minority 


Report. There it was desired to do 


away with grocers’ licences for 
time, but they proposed a limit of five 
years before it became obligatory, 8 
that these people might turn round 


rearrange their business. The Minority 
Report gave consideration to the existing 
licences and licensees, and it was rather 
hard, therefore, to give no consideration 
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to existing licences and licensees, against 
whom there was already protection with 
rd to their .conduct, and against 


whose business there was no indictment 


that could be made. So much had been 
ssid upon the subject on a previous 
occasion that he had endeavoured to 
limit his observations particularly to 
this matter, and he hoped the Home 
Secretary would see his way to giving 
gome consideration to these people. 
This Amendment had been drawn in 
the most careful form, after full con- 
sideration from the point of view that it 
was only desired to protect the licensees 
as apart from the licences. Everybody 
was desirous to prevent abuse in the 
liquor trade, but he hoped they would 
not be blind to the claims of justice. He 
hoped the House would remember that 
it ought to give fair consideration to 
existing interests. In his opinion justice 
and fairness as regarded the character of 
the country was just as important as 
the question of temperance. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 34, after the word ‘dis- 
cretion,’ to insert the words ‘ except as herein- 
after provided.’”—(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


(1.5.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) said he rose to support 
the proposal. made by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman opposite. The view 
he had always held with regard to social 
and trade changes was that the persons 

ed in them at the moment ought 

to be treated with the greatest considera- 
tin. That principle in general guided 
the law, but if there was one class of 
erie to whom the principle ought to 
specially applied it was the > a of 
men who had small businesses in small 
Places. There were a large number of 
grocers’ licences in great cities like 
this, the owners of which might, and 
to a certain extent, did take care of them- 
selves, but he would ask the House 
respectively to consider this question with 
sympathy and to follow out the working 
of such a law as thisin thesmaller towns 
and villages of the country. In such 


places they would find the grocer who 
sold tea, coffee and sugar and various 


forms of provisions and wines and spirits 
more often than not only wines alone— 
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to be consumed off the premises. Every- 
body knew that a grocer in that position 
in a small town or village would practic- 
ally have to shut up his shop if deprived 
of his wine and spirit licence. That was 
his opinion, and that was the statement 
of the Minority Report. Let them apply 
the Amendment to that state of things. 
All the hon. and learned Member asked 
was not that the licence of the house 
should be preserved—he should have been 
in opposition to the hon. and learned 
Member if that had been his proposition. 
He objected to tied houses, to privileged 
houses, or to privileged individuals, but 
he thought where a man had embarked 
his small capital, and his wife and his 
family and himself were dependent for 
income upon that business, it was grossly 
unjust on the part of this House to 
interfere with the business of that house 
without due consideration. The Amend- 
ment was confined so that it did not 
privilege the house or the man behind 
the house, but the small shopkeeper with 
the small income and the small capital 
whose all might be involved in this 
business, He did not know what the 
Home Secretary was going to say with 
regard to this Amendment, but it certainly 
seemed ‘to be in exact accord with the 
principle the right hon. Gentleman had 
laid down. The right hon. Gentleman 
said his object was not to interfere with 
grocers’ licences, but with the tendency to 
undue multiplication, his position being not 
that there were too many grocers’ licences 
at the moment, but that if they continued 
to multiply the country would be overrun 
with them. The Amendment did not 
interfere with the future, but merely 
endeavoured to safeguard the persons 
who had embarked their capital in this 
way. He spoke strongly upon the matter 
of grocers’ licences because hefelt strongly 
upon them, but he was neither influenced 
nor interested in grocers’ licences. He 
was in favour of this Amendment, 
because he knew what the lot of the 
shopkeeper was, azd especially having 
regard to the fact that the small shop- 
keeper had very few friends in this 
House. He had no doubt the liquor 
trade behind him, but the publican was 
against him, and the temperance party 
was against him. The principle which 
his hon. and learned friend was fighting 
to day did not bind the House to any- 
thing but the justice of the case. This 
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Clause subjected these people to’the free| helped him materially by their sug. 
and unfettered opinion of the justices. | gestions. The Amendment, as it origi- 
He wished the House to remember that | nally appeared, allowed for an avalanche 
there were various kinds of justices.|of new applications, and might have 
He did not wish to say anything against | created a huge and gigantic monopoly, 
the justices as a whole, but there were | but as now proposed, it simply kept the 
justices and justices, who differed from | 10,000 holders of grocers’ licences in their 
each other very widely upon the question | present position. If they conducted their 
of the drink traffic, upon which they | business improperly they rendered them- 
held very strong convictions. These | selves liable to the loss of their licences, 
justices had practically no law to guide | and they could only carry on their trade 
them, except their own judgment. It | so long as they did so in accordance with 
might be found in many cases that their | the law. By accepting this Amendment 
judgment might be the judgment of the|the Home Secretary would adopt in 
strong advocates of the liquor trade,| another form the recommendation of 
and then it might err too much on the | the majority of the Royal Commission, 
side of indulgence, or it might be/ and avoid the whole difficulty of pro 
the judgment of the strong, almost | viding compensation, which the majority 
fanatical temperance opinion, and then | of the Commission laid down in clear 
it would err as greatly the other way ;| and specific terms should be given. To 
so that before one set of justices a man | give these men ten or fifteen years was 
might be safe, and his interests safe-| absolutely useless; what they wanted 
guarded, but in other. districts, and there | was to be allowed to continue in their 
were districts where the justices might | present occupation, and no reason what- 
not be fair, moderate minded men like! ever had been adduced why that occu 
himself, .but men imbued with strong | pation should be taken from them. 
fanatical opinions on the question of | 
temperance, who would interfere with! si JOHN LENG (Dundee) said it 
these licences wholesale, the only result! was obvious that there was something 
would be that these small grocers would | jike a concerted movement on the other 
be impoverished. The drink would not side of the House to weaken very 
diminish, but one class of grocer would | seriously this excellent measure. He 
be impoverished and another would be | appealed to the Home Secretary not 
enriched. That was not a fair state of | to give way to the somewhat noisy 
bam, The Amendment of his hon. | demonstration on his own side of the 
and learned friend was perfectly reason-| House. Some hon. Gentleman opposite 
able and just, and he hoped the| were equally noisy the other night, but 
moderation of the Government would not | when the feeling of the whole House 
be misplaced, and that this Amendment | was taken, the Government were 
would be acceded to. ‘supported by a large majority, and he 
| believed the same thing would happen 
*Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes)| on the present occasion if they only 
said he rose to make a special appeal! stood firm. The hon. and learned 
to the Home Secretary to accept this| Gentleman in moving the Amendment 
Amendment. The Amendment origi-| endeavoured to minimise its effect, to 
nally on the Paper, in the name of his make it appear that it was only doing 
right hon. and learned friend, had been | justice to the present holders of licences. 
considerably modified by Amendments | He assumed throughout that the effect 
which he had suggested and which had | of the present system, with regard both 
been accepted. It had been modified! to the number and to the conduct of 
and had been assented to by the sup-/ licence holders, was absolutely perfect 
perters of the Government, and the|and for the general good. But the 
Home Secretary had been one of the| proposals of the Government would not 
first persons to bear testimony before | have been made unless it was known by 
the Grand Committee as to how much | experience that it was important t 
he had been indebted to Members of his| bring the holders of grocers’ licences 
own party who, though not in favour of | under the general law applicable t 
several Clauses of his Bill as drafted, had | all licence holders. These pro 
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were made because neither the Govern- | that the justices were not to be trusted, 
ment nor the public were satisfied with | an end should be put to their jurisdiction 
the present system. The licences con- altogether. All these contentions were 
pal tea lergabonsa bg rye ac mga 9 Standing Pee See 
motives, rien a own| was the House, owing to agitations 
that while in some respects they tended | which undoubtedly had a special trade 
towards public convenience they were ac- | origin, to set aside the carefully con- 
companied by very serious evils. From | sidered resolutions then arrived at. It 
the statistics of convictions for drunken- | would be a most dangerous thing to give 
ness and disorderly conduct, it would be | way to an outcry and agitation of this 
found that there had been a serious | sort, and he hoped that the Government 
_— of pea agra one he | b aig adhere firmly to the decision of 
ieved it was largely attributable to the Committee. 
the effect of those licences. Those who | 
were acquainted with the social con-| *(1,25.) Si JOHN ROLLESTON 
ditions of the poor and the working | (Leicester) reminded the House that on 
iltag Nadie af agian ers ‘den | Ocal "a cae ns toa 
abi ‘ press e opinion that it would be 
. om song" 6H Pe —— unjust to alter the law with regard to 
roducing drink in eir homes | these off-licences by increasing the 
without the knowledge of their husbands, | powers of the nino TP in ec iow 
and effectually concealing for a long | tion proposed without compensation, 
time a practice often resorted to, especially | and also that the proposals in Clause 
iE canton, aah ster dinctngs | coupe ictal eae an ana 
j \ -| spective. He eard no arguments 
They began in a quiet way, but gradually | since to cause him to change that opinion, 
they resorted more and more—— ‘and he thought the Amendment before 
ies SPRAK ER - The hen. Menheri | the House was a reasonable compromise, 
SEE : the hon. Member is | and went a considerable way to meet 
now renewing the debate on the whole | the justice of the case. It must not be 
question. The only point before the | forgotten that these licences were insti- 
House is whether a distinction should | tuted in the interest of temperance, and 
bedrawn between two classes of holders. | for the convenience of those among the 
, | public who desired to get their supplies 
Sir JOHN LENG said he would not | without going to the public house. His 
proceed further with that subject. An | reason for thinking that the Clause ought 
or ye — — to iy omy the | as to apply to existing licences was that 
mischief which might arise from the! large sums had been invested in the 
Withdrawal of these licences from small alteration and improvement of premises, 
ee ecpers. rt sir ae > pe | re stocks of wines and spirits were 
oeasion for such withdrawal if the! now held, and to alter the law now 
the holders of the licences conformed to| would probably inflict great loss on 
hd regulations in the m5 — regu- | individuals, cause inconvenience to the 
ions were not penal; there was| public. and _ possibly raise prices. 
nothing excessive or exorbitant inthem ;| Unionist Members had been doses 
they were devised simply to prevent | with inconsistency because thirty years 
drunkenness and to meet gross cases of | ago they opposed the proposals of Mr. 
infraction of the law. So long as the | Gladstone, while now they were urging 
present licence holders kept within the | the continuance of these licences. There 
regulations they might continue to hold | were reasons for that opposition. The 
their licences as before. [*‘‘No.”] That, | intention, largely. was to encourage the 
atany rate, was hisinterpretation of the| consumption of light wines and cheap 
Provision. Reference had been made to | spirits from the Continent instead of the 
the possi ble action of justices in dealing | products of the United Kingdom. That 
With cases that might come before them. | intention had been eminently successful, 
Such an argument was applicable not | as, aided by the advice of the medical 
only to the matters here dealt with, but | profession, light wines and spirits, and 
to all others, and if it was contended | water with bubbles in it, had largely 
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supplanted the use of the ales and 
stouts of Great Britain and Ireland. 
So largely was spirit costing less than 
1s. a gallon imported for the adultera- 
tion of whiskey in this country, that 
serious loss was caused to the distillers 
of purer and sounder spirits in Great 
Britain and Ireland, and great injury 
inflicted upon the national constitution. 
So far, then, as it was Mr. Gladstone’s 
intention to encourage the consumption 
in this country of cheap spirits and sour 
wine, it was not a happy intention, having 
regard to the health and the stamina 
of the people of this country. Those 
he ge reg. however, having passed into 
aw, a vast interest had been built 
up by thrift and industry under that 
law, and he submitted that those who 
opposed it at that time were quite con- 
sistent in rejecting now the sweeping away 
of those safeguards under which they 
were created. He believed that it was 
worthy of the attention of the Home 
Secretary to do something to check the 
spread of these licences in the country. 
The Amendment under consideration 
provided for this, and he earnestly hoped 
the House would agree to it, and not, 
by neglecting it, inflict a great injury 
on the reasonable and legitimate interests 
of a very respectable body of tradespeople 
in the country. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) said he hopedthe Home Secre- 
tary would not accept this Amendment, 
because it would introduce much more 
complication into the licensing system than 
already existed. Upon a previous Amend- 
ment he enumerated some of the complica- 
tions which would result, but those compli- 
cations would be practically doubled by this 
= Precedents were against it. 

Then the Home Secretary brought in his 
Bill in 1882 he gave no exemption to the 
existing licences. As for the contention 
of the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division that small grocers depended for 
their livelihood upon these licences, that 
was an entire delusion. As a rule they 
did not find these licences held by small 
grocers, for they were generally held by 
the large firms. The measure of 1882 
made no provision for the protection of 
existing off-beer licences, and there had 
been no injustice done to them. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Yes, there 
has. 


Sir John Rolleston. 





Mr. WHITTAKER said that the 
evidence given by justices’ clerks before 
the Royal Commission was strongly in 
the direction of the advisability of provid. 
ing that magistrates should be given full 
control over all licences. The Parliament- 
ary title given to the ante 1869 beer-houses 
had proved to be very objectionable. A 
similar title should not be created for the 

ocers’ licences. They had no greater 

ifficulty at the present time than the 
1869 beer-houses, and it would be a great 
mistake to create another privileged class, 
He contended that no case had been made 
out for exemption. The majority by 
which this Clause was carried indicated 
clearly the feeling of the House and of 
the country upon it. There was a st 
feeling that grocers’ licences should be put 
under the control of the justices, and to 
leave 10,000 of these licences as they 
were before would deprive this Clause of 
all its force. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington) hoped the Home Seere 
tary would accept the Amendment, which 
provided for the gradual extinction 
without friction and without cost of these 
grocers’ licences, if it should be established 
that they really were the sources of 
secret inebriety. As a strong advocate 
of rational temperance reform he had 
always felt that nothing could be more 
dangerous to that cause than to affect any 
class with a sense of injustice such as 
would result from the possible extinction 
of these licences without compensation. 
Inferences had been drawn from certain 
statistics that these licences were the 
cause of secret inebriety, although 
personally he did not think the statistics 
established that fact. No one could deny 
that these licences had the support of 
both Parties, for they were proposed by 
Mr. Gladstone, and sanctioned by the 
Party opposite. A man who held such 4 
licence might well think that he had 
acquired a property established with the 
general assent of both political Parties of 
this country. Therefore, if they deprived 
the holders of those licences of their 
property they were entitled to compensa 
tion. It would never do for the 
Members of the Unionist Party to 
support a proposition which enabled the 
property in these licences to be absolutely 
extinguished without any compensation. 
For these reasons he hoped the Home 
Secretary would see his way to accept 
the Amendment. 
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*(1.40.) Sm WILLIAM HOULDS- 
WORTH (Manchester, N.W.) said the 
ition of these licence holders was 
entirely different with regard to any claim 
forcompensation than theordinary publican 
when they came to deal in a wholesale 
manner with the licences. In the case of 
lic house licences there were many 
things which they had to consider, such 
as the large expenditure which owners of 
blic houses ‘had been put to and the 
amount of capital which they had 
invested in the licences. None of these 
cireumstances were at all present in this 
particular case. Even if a grocer’s licence 
was taken away by the magistrates there 
would be no actual loss which he could 
see. [Cries of “ Yes, there ke cage He 
admitted that there might be a loss of 
future profit, but there certainly would 
not be a like the loss which 
would be caused in the case of other 
licences. He did not think the case was 
very strong for making this exception. 
At the same time, however, there was no 
doubt that there was a plausibility about 
the Amendment and certain sentimental 


considerations in its favour which entitled | 


them to attach some weight to it. In its 
original form he could not have supported 
it, for it would have destroyed the value 
of the Clause altogether, but in its 
modified form he recommended its 
acceptance, because it would shorten the 
debate and promote the passing of the 
Bill. Although personally he could only 
speak for himself, at the same time he 
had some knowledge of the views of 


those with whom he usually acted | 


in this matter. On the whole the 
acceptance of this Amendment would 
shorten the debate and promote the 
the passage of the Bill, and most of his 
friends and himself felt that getting this 
measure through and getting it made 
into an Act of Parliament this session 
was perhaps much more important than 
this small question of the effect the Bill 
would have upon grocers’ licences. He 
did not believe for a moment that these 
licence holders would be put in any very 
great danger, and it would be very few 
cases in which the justices would abolish 
those licences. There might be one or 
two cases, and therefore the matter was 
reduced to a very small point. In any 
tase this proposal would not have any 
tect on present licence holders, and 
under those circumstances he was 
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| disposed to support the Amendment, and 
| he thought the House would be well 
| advised to accept it. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said he could hardly contemplate for a 
moment that the Home Secretary would 
accept this Amendment, because it would 
stultify the Government. The principle 
of the Clause, with which it was 
inconsistent, had been confirmed by a 
majority of five to one. It was a most 
dangerous Amendment. He did not 
believe that a very great number of 
these licences would be taken away, and 
it was a most dangerous thing to establish 
a class of privileged licences, which would 
very greatly complicate the licensing 
system in the future. If the Home 
Secretary resisted it he would find the 
result would vindicate him as in the 
case of the division on the main issue. 
He thought the Home Secretary had no. 
reason to complain of the temperance 
party in this debate, and he appealed to 
him to stand firm. The danger was 
that if this principle of a life interest in 
the licences was now admitted it would. 
be used as a precedent in the future, 
and would greatly increase the difficulty 
of future attempts to deal with the 
licensing question. He hoped temperance 
friends in the House would show the 
same courage in resisting this Amendment 
as the party had shown who represented 
the licenced victuallers in supporting it. 


*(1.45.) Mr. RITCHIE: I agree with. 
the hon. Member for the Camborne 
Division that in the course of the 
various discussions on this Bill, the 
temperance party have displayed a 
moderation which I think is creditable 
to them, and which I think is really 
in the interest of the cause they wish 
to serve. But it must not be supposed 
that because I am ready to say that, 
I am not as ready to say that my hon. 
friends behind me have also displayed 
a moderation which I think is to their 
eredit. There have been naturally a 
good many proposals in this Bill which 
have not met with enthusiastic support, 
but I should like to know how it would 
be possible to put together any Temper- 
ance Bill which would not be open to 
objections of that kind. Far be it from 





me to complain of the action taken by 
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my hon. friends on the Bill at this 
stage. A remark was made by the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
with which I disagree, and that is that the 
division which took place two nights ago 
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thereis the advantage for our proposal 
that the control of the magistrates 
commences at once. I do not know 
exactly what may be said to be the 
actuarial calculation as to the period 


on Clause 9 was really a division on the | when full control will come in under 
present proposal. I do not think it was. The | this proposal, but we have not to deal 
House will remember that the question with a gigantic number of licences such 
at issue then was. whether there was | as were dealt with in 1869. In that 
to be any regulation at all of these | year some 50,000 licences were affected, 
so-called grocers’ licences, and in my | but the number tocomein underthis pro- 
opinion the division with regard to that | posal is little more than 10,000 or 11,000, [ 
was a division which went to the very | have never defended this Clause quite on 
principle of one of the parts of the| the grounds which many hon. Gentle 
present Bill. Of course I felt bound| men who hold extreme views in this 
to resist the Motion to omit the | matter have expressed. I have always 
Clause, and in resisting it I was said that I consider that the grocers’ 
supported not only by hon. Gentlemen | licences established by Mr. Gladstone in 
opposite, but by an immense majority | 1869 are not licences to be utterly con- 
of hon. Members on this side. I think |demned root and branch. On the 
the speeches that have already been | contrary, in the course of these discus 
made from this side, or at least some | sions | have said that I would regret to 
of them, should have shown to the hon. | see these licences extinguished. [If the 
Gentleman opposite, that the position | business is properly carried on they 
which he has taken up in regard to that | perform a useful part in the distribution 
is an unsound one, because some of the | of that which most of us appreciate. I 
warmest. supporters of our proposals in | think in the general interest we cannot 
the main, do not look favourably on leave that out of sight. Hon. Gentle 


the present Amendment. Ifthe Amend-| men opposite will acknowledge that I 


ment had been one which was originally 
on the Paper, I should have had no | 
hesitation whatever in opposing it to 


the utmost of my power, on the ground | 


that it would have set up a great class | 
-of privileged monopoly which the House | 
at some future time would have found | 
to be extremely difficult to deal with. | 
I think that would have been most, 
unfortunate. But what is the difference | 
between the present proposal and that ?| 
The original proposal was that you. 
were to set up a monopoly which would | 
assume great value in future, and which 
Parliament would be unable to deal with. 
This proposal is simply that the process 
by which the Magistrates shall obtain 
control over these licences shall be a 
gradual one. That principle is affirmed | 
in the Minority Report of the Royal | 
Commission. 

There was of course the great principle 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman 
opposite that in the end the ultimate 
result would have been. according to the | 
Minority Report, the absolute extinction 
of those licences. There is nothing in 
our proposal which would necessarily 
lead to the extinction of the trade. But | 


Mr. Ritchie. 


| though, 


| abolition of the licences, 


/have been pretty firm with regard to 


the provisions of the Bill, and that I 


have done my utmost to get a real piece 


of temperance legislation passed into 
law. r confess that I should regard 
with great apprehension the imperilling 
of this Bill on what after all is a small 
point, for, undoubtedly, it is a small 
point, whatever may be said by extreme 
partisans on. one side or the other. 
Under the proposal of my hon. and 
learned friend those 10,000 licences will 
begin to be reduced at once; and 
no doubt, that is not a 
good argument in favour of it from 
the point of view of hon. Gentle 
men opposite who desire to see the 
I am not sure 
that I could not make a good argument 
in its favour by saying that when the 
licence does fall in the licensee will have 
got his guid pro quo, and so a consider- 
able reduction will be effected in places 
where a reduction is desirable. 

There is one point in connection with 
this matter which, I think, we must not 
leave out of sight, and which I shall 
endeavour to put right when my hon. 
and learned friend comes to move his 
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Amendment. I should not like these 
licences to be continued at all without 
gome greater safeguard than at present 
exists for the proper carrying on of 
business. It has been alleged, | believe 
with some truth—how far I am not 

pared to say—that in some cases—I 
« only the lowest class of these 
houses—whisky has been sold and put 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs): 
My impression is that the words the 
Home Secretary has just read would 
meet the case. If a grocer supplies 
whisky to the wife of a customer and in 
the Bill calls it sugar or soap in order to 
prevent the husband from knowing what 
is going on, he is guilty of gross mis- 


down as soap, or something of that kind. | conduct. If any real doubt exists about 
l understand that there would be, to say |it we will see that the matter: is dealt 
the least of it, very great difficulty in | with. 
pnalising a grocer under existing 
wers for an action of that kind; and,| (1.59.) Sim ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
if we are to assent to the Amendment | Burghs): I do not like the substance of 
proposed, it must be accompanied by | the Amendment, which is that a life 
some words which will make it clear | interest in the licence should be con- 
that the justices in every case, both in | ferred on those who hold it at present. 
rd to existing licences and future; I am not going to discuss that now, as 
licences, shall have power to refuse the|the question will more properly come 
renewal of licences where men are guilty |forward on another occasion. I want 
of practices of that kind. Therefore, I | toconfine myself at present to one matter 
say that addition is really in the in-|only, namely, that referred to hy the 
terests of grocers who carry on their; hon. Member for Perth, and by the 
business in a respectable manner, and | Attorney-General. Misconduct under 





those who do not carry on their business | an Act of Parliament means misconduct 
in a proper way deserve to be punished. | in the eye of the law. Whether it is 
When my hon. and learned friend moves | right or wrong, morally, to do that 


his Amendment I hope he will assent | which the Home Secretary had alluded 


| to—that is, to sell whisky and enter it 
in the bill as soap—I am not aware that 
“Or on the ground that the licensee has been | jt js a violation of common law at all, 
ama omig se aoc sremrgrment of Bis | nd I fear that if the words suggested 
by the right hon. Gentleman were 
That will give the magistrates suffi- | adopted it would at least be open to very 
cient power to refuse the licence in great doubt if the result he desires would 
ease of abuse. 1 have stated the | be attained. 
reasons which actuate me in accepting | 
the Amendment. Whatever may be| Mr, TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) 
in the minds of the temperance re-|said that as a teetotaller of many 
formers, they must recognise that this | years standing, and one who had taken 
is a very moderate proposal, which will | the deepest possible interest in temper- 
conduce a great deal to the interests | ance reform, he meant to vote for the 
they have at heart. 'Amendment. Although Clause 9 did 
_not do much for putting down existing 
Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said he licences, it would prevent the issue of 
doubted whether the selling of spirits | fresh licences and put the present holders 
to women under the circumstances|in a very good position indeed. He 
described in evidence would amount at | wished to see all licence holders placed 
all to legal misconduct. Personally, he | under one authority; and he believed 
was afraid it would not. If, therefore, | that a good workable measure had been 
the right hon. Gentleman would use | made out of the Bill. The amended 
such words as would cover the ground | Amendment, plus the addition of the 
they were anxious to cover, it would |Home Secretary’s words, was a very 
largely remove their objection to the | different thing from the Amendment 
Amendment. He did not think the originally moved, and he, and those who 
words suggested by the right hon.'took the same view as he did on 
Gentleman quite met the case. |temperance matters, coul? support it. 


to the addition of the words— 
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They were immensely indebted to the|of his hon. and learned friend the 
Home Secretaryfor th e manner in which |Member for the Stretford Division, 
he he has piloted this Bill through the That being so, he accepted the Amend- 


House. ment. 


Question put and agreed to. | Mr. CRIPPS said he had had an 


Amendment proposed— Opportunity of considering the wording, 
»/ and he accepted the suggestion of the 


‘* In pave 5, line 5, after the word ‘licences,’ | right hon. and learned Member. 


to insert the words, “ (4) Provided that where | 

a licence for a sale of wine, spirits, liquors, | 

sweets, or — to mo eee re the TLorp EDMUND FITZM AURICE 
remises, was in force on the 25th day of June r: : : : ‘ 
1902, au application for the renewal of such | (Wiltshire, Cricklade) expressed his gratifi 
licence or of any licence granted by way of re- | Cation at the acceptance of the Amend- 
newal thereof from time to time shall not be | ment, because considerable apprehension 
refused to toe person holding such licence, had existed as to how the words of the 
except on one or more of the grounds on which | Amendment of the hon. and learned 


it ht have been refused if this Act had not | : ‘ 
coak or on the ground that the licensee has Member for Stretford might be con- 


n guilty of misconduct in the mavagement | strued. The matter was now made per- 
of his business under such licence.”—(Mr. | fectly clear. 
Cripps.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words| Proposed Amendment amended— 
be there inserted.”’ (2.5.) “ By leaving out the words ‘holding such 
| licence,’ and inserting the words ‘ who held 


;q | such licence on the twenty-fifth day of June, 
Sir ROBERT REID said one thousand nine hundred and two’.”—(Sir 


(2.35.) 
he had utilised the short time allowed | Rotert Reid.) 
by the interval for luncheon for ex- 
amining the language of this Amend-| Str ROBERT REID said there was 
ment, and he desired in the first place another Amendment to carry out what the 
to confine himself to a discussion which | Home Secretary had stated. In his speech 


would be very short but which he the right hon. Gentleman had said it was 
thought was necessary to make the | not his intention to withdraw the right of 


matter clear. The object of the Amend-|the magistrate to put down these 
ment was to carry out the views which licences in any case where there had 


the Home Secretary had expressed in| 
his speech, and looking at the Amend-| 
ment, which was not upon the Paper, he | 
wished to make one criticism with regard. 
to it. That criticism wag this, that the 
words of this Amendment did not 
carry out the intention of the Home 
Secretary, because, as framed, the 
Amendment created a perpetuity instead 
of creating a life interest in the licences 
in existence in June 1902. The clause as 
worded provided that no application for 
the renewal of a licence which was in 
existence in June 1902 should be refused. 
That would simply have the effect of 
perpetuating licences. Therefore he pro- 
,as an Amemdment to this Amend- 
ment, after the word “person” to leave 
out the words “holding such licences ” 
and to insert the words “ who held such 
licence after the 25th of June 1902. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
Amendment of his right hon. friend was 
to make perfectly clear what was stated 
to be the intentions of the Amendment 


Mr. Tritton. 








been misconduct or mismanagement, 
such as unfair and surreptitious selling 
of goods so as to deceive the persons who 
had to pay for those goods. He assumed 
that the word “misconduct” was 
sufficient to cover everything of that 
character, but he had found himself so 
often disappointed by the interpretation 
put upon words which were thought to 
be sufficient when the law was made in 
this House, that he had the gravest 
apprehension in his mind that the present 
words would not have the effect desired. 
He therefore, would move to add 

the words ‘‘ guilty of misconduct” the 
words “or on the ground that the 
licenee has sold surreptitiously under 
such licence, or has assisted in concealing 
or misrepresenting the nature of the 
goods sold under such licence, or has in 
any other way, in the opinion of the 
justices, been guilty of misconduct in the 
management of his business under su 
licence.” Those words he submitted 
were more wide, and they touched a 
specific evil. 
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Mr. CRIPPS said he had had an| these were matters which they desired 
opportunity of discussing these words|to stop, but the words “in any 
with his right hon. and learned friend. | other way” were so very sweeping they 
He thought the, general words of his own | really ought not tobe put in. They would 
Amendment were better, but he strongly | cover every misconduct under the sun, 
desired to bring such surreptitious| and he apprehended that it was not 
dealings under the term ‘“‘ misconduct,” | desired by this Bill to punish men who 
and, therefore, he raised no objection to | could be punished in another way. He 
these words. thought that if these words were accepted 

they were so very drastic that the whole 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) | trade would be up in arms against them. 


asked what “‘surreptitious sale” really | 
| Mr. WALLACE said the words 


meant. 

'were intended not for misconduct 
Sm ROBERT REID replied that it generally, but for misconduct in the 
meant that a man carrying on business; management of the business under 





ought to sell and deal openly. A grocer | the licence. Everybody would agree 
should not hand things over the counter | that any man guilty of any misconduct 
under a cloth to the wife while the|in his business ought to be liable to 
husband was standing by. | lose his licence. 


Mr. GALLOWAY urged hishon. friend| * Mr. RITCHIE said he would appeal 
to stand to the Amendment as originally to the House to agree to this Amend- 
moved. | ment as it had been accepted by the hon. 

Member. He undertook to look carefully 

Sir ROBERT REID said the words he | into the words of the Amendment, and 
suggested were not so drastic as the | have them fully considered and altered, 
original words of the Home Secretary. if necessary, before parting with the 

Bill, 

Mr. GALLOWAY did not object to | 
the word “‘ misconduct,” but he objected| Mr. GALLOWAY said that having 
tothe words “in any other way”. He | had that assurance from the right hon. 
entirely agreed, as he understood it, with | Gentleman he would not proceed further 
the first two parts of the Amendment; it|and divide the House against this 
was the last part to which he did not | Amendment as he had intended to do. 
agree. It had been rather sprung upon 
the House, and he hoped the Home; Proposed Amendment further amen- 
Seretary would stick to his original | ded— 
words. By inserting after the word ‘‘has,” the words 
“sold surreptitiously under such licence, or 
Sin ROBERT FINLAY confessed that, | has assisted in vee or misrepresenting the 
sa matter of drafting, he preferred the | nature of goods sold under such licence, or has 
words of the hon. Member for the Stret- |¢" (Sy Robert Reid.) er tee ee 
ford Division. They struck at any mis- 
conduct in the carrying on of the} Question proposed, “That the Amend- 
business. The words were adequate, | ment, as amended, be there inserted.” 
because he thought they left it to the 
justices to determine what was mis-| Sir ROBERT REIDsaid he recognised 
tonduct. He, however, did not share/there had not been in this clause 
the apprehension of his hon. friend below | acknowledged explicitly or implicitly any- 
the gangway that any mischief would | thing in the nature of a definite vested 
be done by accepting the words now | interest, because the interest had been 
moposed. These words did not go be- | limited to the personal life of the holder 
yond the general term “misconduct.” _| of the licence; yet the consequence was, 
though it could not be shown from the 

Mr. BARTLEY said the last part| arguments upon this clause, that this 
of the clause was very sweeping. | House recognised that there was a vested 
He did not object to the first, because| interest to that person in an annual 
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licence either from the Excise or the|the ground, and materially assist the 
magistrates. It was one of the most | magistrates in understanding what the 
dangerous things they could do to confer | intention of the Legislature really was, 
upon people vested interests in the| 


licences which were granted. At the same | Amendment proposed— 
| In page 5, lines 13 and 14, to leave out the 


time, he felt it w ] } 
he felt it was hopeless to make any | words ‘‘ gives increased facilities for drinking,” 


successful opposition to it. He wished | 114 insert the words “enlarges the portion of 
e public for consumption 
ises.”—(Mr. Groves.) 


Licensing 


to say very seriously in regard to this | the premises used by th 
matter that the people who held these | of liquor on the prem 
peo, “That the words 
eft out stand part of the 


licences held them by annual tenure,/ Question pro 
and he regretted that anything of the | proposed to be 
kind had been created by this clause, | Bill.” 

for it would give the people a legal | 

status which they did not possess before.| *Mr. RITCHIE thought it could not 
He thought it was much to be regretted | be contended that anyone who obtained 
that that was not limited to a term of|a licence for the sale of intoxicating 
years—five years—not more. He did ' liquors was justified in making altera- 
not think hon. and right hon. Gentle-| tions which gave increased facilities for 
men opposite were wanting in courage, | drinking without having first secured 
and he thought that might have been the sanction of the justices who granted 
done. At the same time, he would not| the licence. None could reasonably 
deny that the right hon. Gentleman had | object to a proposal which simply 


done a very great service to the cause of 
temperance. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, S.) said 
that from a layman’s point of view, so 
far from creating a vested interest, 
the clause, even as amended, would 
in reality very materially diminish the 
existing interest. 


Amendment as amended agreed to. 


(3.8.) Mr. GROVES (Salford, S.) 
desired to propose an Amendment 
which he thought would make the 
wording of the clause much more 
clear and distinct than it was at 
present. In dealing with an important 
question of this nature, the House ought 
to take care that the words of the clause 
should not be open to any misconception. 
The words, “ gives increased facilities for 
drinking,” which he proposed to leave 
out, would, he considered, lead to a very 
great deal of misconception. The words 
were vague and dangerous, and opened 
the door to a diversity of administration. 
In the clause as originally drawn, the 
words. “ material structural alterations ” 
appeared, and, if they had remained, there 
would have been no necessity for his 
present proposal. He proposed to insert 
the words “enlarges the portion of the 
premises used by the public for con- 
sumption of liquor on the premises.”’ 
These words, he thought, would clear 


Sir Robert Reid. 


limited the licensee, so far as alterations 
were concerned, to the contract he had 
entered into with the justices, and, 
‘therefore he could not accept the 
Amendment. 





| Mr. GROVES said his only desire 
| was to free the words from ambiguity. 
|'He knew from experience that the 
| words “increased facilities” were open 
_ to extremely varying interpretations. 


| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


| Mr. GROVES said the purpose of his 
/next Amendment was to provide that 
‘the clause, instead of striking at an 
alteration which “concealed any of 
| the premises used for drinking,” should 
| be so worded as to cover cases in which 
,the alterations concealed the person 
obtaining intoxicating liquor from the 
observation of the person supplying it. 
He only desired to clear away any 
possibility of misunderstanding, and 
believed the words he was about to move 
expressed the intention of the Bill. If 
the words stood as they were in the 
clause it was quite possible they might 
be interpreted by a bench of magistrates 
to mean that the whole of the premises 
should be open to observation. From 
the observation of whom was it intended 
the premises should be concealed? Was 
it from the observation of the constable 
or the man in the street, or the would- 
be informer—who he believed would be 
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yery much to the front—or was it from 
the observation of the landlord? He had 
a somewhat painful experience of what 
certain magistrates could do, and if the 
hon. Member for Spen Valley had had 
the same experience he would probably 
modify some of his views. The hon. 
Member had the previous day be:n 
referred to as not being a proper person 
to interpret the law. He should be 
very much surprised to hear that 
he claimed to be. No doubt he 
would be disqualified by his con- 
stience, but it should not be forgotten 
that he represented a very large 
dass of the magistrates of this 
country who would have to administer 
this Act, and who would interpret this 
dause according to their own judgment. 
These magistrates could not conscien- 
tiously take the same view of the ques- 
tim as the ordinary unbiassed man 
would do, and it was to prevent many 
benches rage | advantage of the ambi- 
guity of the clause that he moved this 


Amendment, which he thought would | 


remedy what he had referred to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“T 5, line 14, to ] t f the | : 
hp glee he word, ‘or? in| Mk. GROVES said he would not have 


words ‘or conceals,’ to the word, ‘or,’ in 


{27 JunE 1902} 


Bill. 270 


that no alterations should be made 
giving increased facilities for drinking, 
or which prevented proper supervision, 
without the magistrates having assented 
to them. His hon. friend had assumed 
that alterations which concealed the 
person who supplied from the person 
who consumed, was the only kind of 
alteration it was desired to prevent. 
He quite admitted that that was an 
important part of the evil at which 
the clause was intended to strike, but 
it had to be remembered that these 
licences were given under the condition 
that they should be subject to police 
supervision, and, accordingly, any altera- 
tion made by the licensee contrary to 
the plan on which the licence was 
granted, and which prevented proper 
police supervision, ought not to be made, 
and there ought to be a provision in 
the Bill to penalise it if done. That 
was all that was proposed in the Bill. 
There was nothing to prevent any 
alteration, provided the consent of the 
justices who gave the licence was ob- 
tained. In the interests of all well- 
| conducted houses alterations should not 
| be made surreptitiously. . 





line 15, and insert the words, ‘the person | moved his Amendment if it had not been 


obtaining intoxicating liquor from the ob- 
servation of the person supplying the same.” ” 
—(Mr. Groves.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the mover of | 


the Amendment ought to remember 


|to insert after 


| for the fact that he knew of scores of 
| cases in which permission to make a 
| simple alteration had been applied for, 


pops edi to be lols out otand part of the | and the magistrates had refused it. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON moved 
the word “way” in 


that many of the provisions of the|line 18 of Clause 10 the words ‘‘or 
Bill would not operate against nine-| involves rebuilding wholly or in part the 


tenths, or perhaps ninety-nine-hun- 
dredths, of licensed houses. In fram- 
ing a Bill of this kind, however, they 
were bound to try and strike at evils 
which existed in only a small percentage 
ofcases. It was in the interests of the 
well-conducted public house that the 
ileonducted public house should be 
penalised for doing that which ought 
not to be done. The clause simply 
proposed that alterations should not be 
made without the consent of the 
authority who gave the licence. A 
plan having been submitted to the 
Magistrates, and the licence granted on 


plan, it was perfectly fair to say | 


licensed premises.” He thought the 
clause should be a little wider, and that 
if premises were built in exactly the same 
way as before, the justices should have 
the matter brought before them. 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 5, line 18, after the word ‘‘ way,” to 
insert the words “or involves rebuilding wholly 
or in part the licensed premises.” —(Mr. Herbert 
Robertson.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY hoped the hon. 
Member would not press his Amendment. 





If premises were merely rebuilt as they 
K 2 
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were before, there seemed to be no{| *Mr. RITCHIE said he could not 
adequate reason for imposing the con- | accept the Amendment because altera- 
dition. : | Hons other than structural might be 
| required. He would propose to leave 
Question put and negatived. | the word “fit” and to insert 
Sri necessary for the proper 

i GROVE in meen in ee 


the word “structural” after the word | Lo 

“such ” in line 39 of Clause 10, said the| MB GROVES asked permission to 
clause gave the magistrates power to call | daemons 
for plans, and to order the licensee to | ; 
make such alterations as they thought | A Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and 
fit. He desired to make the wording! “™endment proposed by Mr. Ritchie 


more definite, and also to limit somewhat | agreed to. 


the scope of this power on the part of the | 
magistrates. Many benches of magistrates | 
were composed of men who conscienti- | 
ously believed that certain arrangements | _(3.35.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
of the premises should exist in order to | (Kent, Tunbridge) asked if under the 
prevent certain things taking place, and | °xisting law a man who was a share 
they might make themselves extremely | holder in the railway company which 
objectionable by going altogether out- | 80!d intoxicating liquors would be 
side the scope intended by the clause. | disqualified from sitting on the Bench 
He knew that many magistrates confi-| When a case arose under the Childs 
dently relied on this clause to enable them | nena Act. If so, he thought words 
to effect that which they could not other- | ?"8 t to be introduced into the clause 
wise do.. In some instances they had de- | to remove such a disqualification. 
manded, as a condition of the grantingof| ,, B 
this permit to alter the peeilain alsele an | . Prien s FINLAY: He would 
entire rebuilding of the premises, and | Pt Pe “isqu ified. 
there were cases which he had known oie 
; | Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN aid 
where the magistrates had actually | that under those circumstances he would 


demanded that the adjoining premises | not move the Amendment of which he 
had given notice. 


Other Amendments made. 


which did not belong to the owner of 
the licensed premises should be acquired | 
and pulled down. He was not quoting | Amendment proposed— 
imaginary cases, but instances which | ; res 
had come within his own personal |, “1” page 6, line 6, after the word ‘railway, 
| to insert the words ‘or pier.’”—(Mr. David 
knowledge. He knew that very great | yorgan.) 
hardships had been inflicted upon | eit 
tenants and owners of licensed premises} Question proposed, “That the*words 
in this way. At present the magistrates | ‘or pier’ be there inserted.” 
might make an order to make certain | Pty 
alterations which it would be absolutely! Mr. RECKITT (Lincolnshire, Brigg) 
anne d re pgs with rng? | opposed the Amendment. oe 
rms of the lease, because the holder | 
of the lease could not make alterations) Sm ROBERT FINLAY said it was 
without the consent of the owner. He | reasonable that this exemption should 
begged to move the Amendment stand- apply to railway companies, but he did 
ing in his name. | not think the same consideration applied 
to pier companies. 
- | 
Amendment proposed— Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said no 
In page 5, line 39, after the word such,” | OD would ten tet end for the purpose of 
: f 
to insert the word “‘ structural.”—(Mr. Groves.) obtaining intoxicating liquor. [Cries 0 
ee “QOh.”] He thought the argument which 
Question proposed, “That the word | applied to railway companies might be 
‘ ’ ” | : . : - 
structural there inserted. i | applied to pier companies. 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


5 
& r 
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Sin WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) | 
gaid he thought it was generally agreed | 
that shareholders in railway companies | 
ought not to be excluded from sitting on | 
the licensing bench, but it did not follow | 
that any other person should be relieved | 


from that exclusion. | 
Question put and negatived. 


*(3.45.) Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, 
Altrincham) moved ‘the Amendment | 
standing in his name. He said that 
although the hon. Member for Spen Valley 
might be kept away from the Bench by 
his conscience upon certain occasions, a 
great many magistrates who held strong 
views upon this question would not be 
kept away by their consciences. As one 
who had sat for many years on a 
licensing bench he could inform the House 
that there were many magistrates who 
had very strong views on these questions, 
which, his experience taught him, were 
not approached in a judicial spirit. If the 
law disqualified any one interested in a 
brewery from sitting on the licensing 
bench, it ought also to disqualify those 
who were opposed to the sale of liquor at 
any time or in any place. There should 
bea certain amount of distinction, and 
the law ought to make some discrimina- 
tion between those who were not bigoted 
teetotallers and those who came to the | 
Bench straight from public meetings 
where they had denounced all licences, 
and where they had definitely stated that 
next morning on the bench they would 
oppose the granting of a certain licence, 
and who therefore sat upon the bench as | 
‘absolute partisans upon the question. | 
He hoped that when the Government 
had the courage to bring in a proper 
Licensing Bill which was not all shreds and | 
patches, and which would carry out) 
some of the great recommendations of the 
Licensing Commission, he hoped the 
first thing would be to create a new | 
authority for granting licences, which 
was the crux of the question before 
the House. Bodies of magistrates were 
not fair judges of these questions, and he | 
hoped this Amendment would have the | 
sympathy of the Home Secretary. Night | 
alter night, in the course of the discussion | 
on this Bill, the creation of a new author- | 
ity which had been recommended by the | 
Royal Commission, was demanded, and | 
he hoped that before long the Govern- | 
ment would deal with the constitution of | 
the licensing body. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 6, line 7, after the word ‘liquor,’ 
to insert the words, ‘but he shall be dis- 
qualified to act for any purpose under these 


| Acts if he has publicly stated that he has a 


conscientious objection to the sale of intoxi- 
eating liquor.’ ”—(Mr. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he was sure his 
hon. friend, who was rather inclined to 
taunt the Government with want of 
courage in not bringing forward a proper 
Licensing Bill, would have had good 
reason to congratulate the Government 
upon their courage if they had accepted 
an Amendment of this kind. He could 
not think for a moment that this pro- 
posal was a serious one, and it was 
certainly a very bold thing to propose. 
The disqualification in the Bill was re- 
served for persons who had certain 
specific and, in the main, pecuniary in- 
terests in licences. He did not know 
where they would have to draw the line 
if they began to disqualify people from 
sitting on the bench in consequence of 
their expressing their opinions upon 
the licensing question. He hoped his 
hon. friend would see that it was quite 
impossible for the Government to accept 
this Amendment. 


Mr. GROVES reminded the Home 
Secretary that this question had 
caused a considerable amount of contro- 
versy in recent years, and he thought 
the House would admit that it was a 
question which required to be dealt with. 
By permitting this state of things to 
exist they were placing an enormous 
penalty upon a class of people who 
had obtained the right to carry on their 
business under the sanction of the law. 
He did not think it was asking too much 


that the licensing tribunal should be 
/made one in which the whole body of 


their fellow-countrymen would have con- 
fidence. He thought this was a question 
which the right hon. Gentleman might 
very well have dealt with upon the 
present occasion. 


Mr. GOULDING regretted that the 
Home Secretary had not expressed his 
dissatisfaction with the present constitu- 
tion of the licensing authority. Owing 
to the large amalgamation of breweries 
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which had taken place, a large num- | received as evidence, and besides this they 
ber of well-qualified men had been | were entitled to rely upon their own 
disqualified from discharging their duty as | outside knowledge and observation. It 
magistrates. No matter how small a man’s | was rather hard that a man should have 
interest in a brewery might be he would | to go to a bench of magistrates to ask g 
be absolutely precluded from sitting on | favour when, before going, he knew that 
the bench. That was a state of things some proportion of the justices were abso- 
which was never intended by the Act. | lutely pledged to refuse to grant it under 
They were all agreed that where a|any conditions whatever. This was a 
brewer himself held nearly all the licences | matter of substance and not one of fancy, 
in a certain district it would be wrong | and no scheme of licensing reform oa 
for him to sit in judgment over his | be complete which did not deal with it, 
own property, but it was a totally dif-| 
ferent thing that a man holding shares) Mr. CAINE said the hon. Member for 
to the extent of £200 or £300 in 4| Southport had just stated that this was 
brewery, with a capital perhaps of |a matter of substance and not one of 
£10,000,000 or £12,000,000, should be fancy. He wished to point out that 
disqualified from sitting on the bench | nobody had brought forward a case 
in the several counties where the amal- | where a temperance man on the bench 
gamated firms might hold only one or | had acted in the way which had heen 
two licences. He hoped the Government | suggested. [Cries of “ Oh, Oh.”] 
would in the near future tackle the | 
question of the licensing authority, *\fp MARSHALL HALL said hedid 
which at the present time was a very | not think the hon. Member opposite 
Unsatisfactory one. ' would like to listen to him while he 
| quoted the cases he knew of. 
*Mr. RITCHIE said his hon. friend | 
had expressed the hope that he would; Mr. CAINE denied that such motives 
have the courage to deal with the licen- | actuated temperance reformers, and he 
sing authority. He did not think he knew of no instances of the kind which 
could do better than refer to what he did had been referred to. He had beena 
in the Bill of 1888, when he proposed member of a licensing bench for many 
that the licensing authority should be | years, and he had not known an instance 
purely elective. 'in which any one who had taken a partin 
the proceedings had expressed particular 
*Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lanca- views with regard to a public house in 
shire, Southport) said he would not the neighbourhood. He was sure that 
have risen to support this Amend- | speaking generally, licensing magistrates 
ment were it not that he wished | who were members of the temperance 
to disapprove of the manner in which party came to the Courts simply and 
the Home Secretary dealt with it. His solely for the purpose of giving effect to 
manner of dealing with it reminded him | the law as it stood onthe Statute Book. 
of an occasion when he happened to be He did not think a single definite and 
junior to the late Sir Frank Lockwood. | specific case had been brought forward 
They had an extremely difficult case to | to the contrary. 
deal with, and he (the hon. Member) | 
asked how they should best deal with, (4.0.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
it; in reply Sir Frank said he did not| said the extraordinary statement made 
know what to do, unless the case| by the hon. Member for the Camborne 
could .be laughed out of Court. The! Division was contrar to all the 
Home Secretary in the same manner was 





|facts of the case. e could not 
trying to ridicule this Amendment and | mention the name of any particular well- 
laugh it out of Court. The latest judicial | known man who had acted unfairly on 
decision was that there was no longer | the bench, but he appealed to anybody 
any necessity for the licensing authority | who had served on the licensing bench 
to use judicial discretion. Licensing | whether, when there were applications 
justices were entitled to take into account | for new licences coming on, there. was 
matters which would not otherwise be | not a regular whip up. 


Mr. Goulding. 





or 


~er YY o> FP 


+ roo Dm 4 


=. ws 


917 Licensing 
Mr. CAINE: On both sides. 


Me. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : Yes, 
but there was a disqualification on one 
side and not on the other. There was a 
determination shown to go and vote 
down every application, however reason- 
able it might be. He reminded hon. 
Members that the United Kingdom 
Alliance had been formed sixty years 
ago with the express object of totally 
suppressing the liquor traffic, and the 
man who was pledged beforehand to 
obtain the total suppression of liquor was 
less likely to act judicially than the man 
who happened to hold a few shares in a 
brewery. There was a strong case for 
the reconstitution of the licensing 
authority. He thought they were in- 
debted to his hon. friend for bringing 
this matter before the House. 


Mr. NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton) thought it was very hard 
that, because a man held a few shares 
in a brewery company, he should be 
disqualified, while temperance advocates 
were allowed to sit in judgment on the 
granting of licences. He was sorry there 
was not to be a division on the Amend- 
ment. He should have supported his 
hon. friend the Member for the Altrin- 
cham Division. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) moved 
an Amendment providing that no 
wlicitor or other person being a clerk 
of licensing justices shall, “in any way,” 
by himself, his partner, or clerk, as 
wlicitor or agent, for any person, con- 
duct, or act in any application for, or in 
tespect of a licence or any other pro- 
ceedings under the Licensing Acts. The 
dause as it stood would prevent the 
magistrates’-clerk from taking part in 
the work in connection with new licences, 
but that was nothing compared with the 
work connected with the transfer of 
licences. For one new licence applied 
for, there were ten or twenty transfers 
applied for. He hoped the Home Secre- 
tary would see his way to accept the 
Amendment which was a very moderate 


one. 
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Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 9, after the word ‘ clerk,’ to 
insert the words ‘in any way.’”—(Mr. Broad- 
hurst.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The object of 
the Amendment is to prevent any 
solicitor, being a clerk to the licensing 
justices, from being in any way con- 
cerned in preparing notices or forms in 
licensing cases. I would put it to the 
consideration of the House that that is 
going rather too far. We, by the Bll, 
propose to prevent them from taking 
part in the advocacy or management 
of cases, but if you go on to say that 
they shall not take any part in the pre- 
paration of forms relating to such cases, 
you would be inflicting a serious loss on 
a number of persons. As I understand 
these are deserving persons, and I do 
not think we should be justified in 
inflicting what would be a very serious 
loss on a large number of such persons 
by debarring them from the preparation 
of forms. The preparation of forms or 
notices may bring in a certain amount 
of income to those persons, and I hope 
the House will not go so far as to 
deprive them of it. 


Str ROBERT REID: | think it is a 
pity that the Attorney-General should 
refuse to accept this Amendment What 
we want is that the administration of 
justice should be not only pure, but 
that it should be universally believed to 
be pure by every person concerned. 
I am not aware that we have made any 
suggestion in any other sense. If you 
are going to allow the clerk to the 
licensing justices to make any profit at all 
in respect of the applications to the Court 
in regard to licences you do expose the 
Court to a certain amount of natural 
suspicion and you do expose the clerk to 
a considerable amount of bias, or risk of 
bias. I must say that I think it would 
be a very wrong thing in any Court that 
any official whose opinion might be asked 
or on whose judgment the magistrates 
might in any degree rely should be 
exposed at any stage to the suspicion of 
bias. It is a matter on which the House 
would be very strict. If it is right to 
prevent the clerk to the justices from 





279 Licensing {COMMONS} ” Bill. 980 


appearing as the advocate of a case in| left the Committee, but they do make 
Court, surely it is right to prevent him the clause more readable, and, perhaps, 
from having a pecuniary interest in the | more grammatical. In the Grand Com. 
case in any way. | mittee I committed myself to a promise 
to bring up other words, and, having 
Sm WILLIAM TOMLINSON hoped | brought up other words, it is for the 
the House would not carry the clause | House to say whether they will adopt 
further than was necessary to secure the | them or not. So far as I am concerned, 
ends of justice. The clerks to the| the further consideration of the subject 
justices were dependent on other business | has only added to the belief I ey. 


in order to maintain a sufficient income. | pressed at the time, that to disqualify 
| justices’ clerks in other than their own 


| districts, could hardly be justified by any 
| argument of strength. That they should 

*Mr. RITCHIE: With regard to the | be disqualified in their own districts is 
next Amendment standing in my | perfectly clear, because there is no doubt 
name, I find myself in a position which | that a clerk has properly very consider. 
renders it necessary that r’ should make | able influence with his bench, and I do 
a modification in the Amendment as| not think it would be a or proper 
it appears on the Paper. When the that he should be employed in any 
Bill was introduced it contained dis-| application to his own Bench, on any 
abilities in respect of justices’ clerks | question connected with licensing, for 
not only in their own but the adjoining | the purpose of advancing the interest of 
districts. That was taken, I am afraid,|a client. But I cannot see how that 
without full consideration, from the exist- | applies in an adjoining district, even to 
ing disabilities of justices. Before we! the limited extent to which it would 
came to that portion of the clause in the | apply if the Amendment made in the 
Grand Committee, I had reason to consider | Grand Committee were adopted. It says 


Question put and negatived. 


that as regards the adjoining districts | in effect that if a clerk to a bench of magis- 


trates does business for brewers in his 
own district he shall not be allowed to act 
for those brewers in the adjoining district. 


this proposed disqualification could not 
be defended by any argument of 
value, and that it would undoubtedly 
entail on justices’ clerks a very great | Now, whatever may be the value of his 
pecuniary loss, and, therefore, in the | influence with his own bench of magis 
Grand Committee I proposed to accept an | trates, I cannot conceive how it can be 
Amendment which was on the Paper | contended that he has that influence with 
leaving out the words in regard to the | another bench of magistrates, and there- 
adjoining district. There was a little | fore I consider the disqualification would 
discussion on that matter, and I am| be a very great pecuniary disadvantage 
bound to say that the Committee | to the men which we are hardly justified 
were rather against me on that point. | in imposing uponthem. Therefore, what 
But it was thought by the Committee |I propose to do is to move to omit the 
that the words were rather too sweeping, | words of the disqualification for the 
and an Amendment was suggested, that | district adjoining, and not move to insert 
the clause, instead of referring generally | the words I have put upon the Paper— 
to the adjoining district, should confine | “ Nor shall he act in any such ee 
the disqualification to business transacted | at any licensing or petty sessions he 

in the adjoining district for a brewer | for any district adjoining thereto for any 
who carried on business in the clerk’s own person carrying on business in the district 
district, and words were inserted rather | for which he is the clerk.” It will bein 
hurriedly, which did not seem to me to be | the power of any other Gentleman t 
quite appropriate. At the request of the | move their insertion. 

Committee, I promised to bring up words 
on the Report stage which would make| Amendment proposed— 

the clause read better than it read after; «In 6, line 13, to leave out from the 
the insertion of the hurried Amendment | word ‘clerk,’ to the word ‘except,’ in line 15.’” 
in the Grand Committee. In accordance | —(/*. Ritchie.) 

with that promise I have, therefore, put 

down the words on the Paper, which do} Question, “That the words proposed to 
not alter the sense of the words as they | be left out stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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*Mr. WHITTAKER said he would 
endeavour to point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman the objection to a justices’ 
cerk acting for brewers in the district 
adjoining that for which he was clerk. 
In these days of limited liability com- 

ies the business of a firm of brewers 
might extend over a wide district, and it 
was not desirable that a justices’ clerk 
who was disqualified from acting for that 
firm in his own district, should be able to 
act for them or for houses in the adjoin- 
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ing district. [An Hon. MemBer: Why | 
not ' Because he then became dis- | 
tinctly financially connected with that | 
brewery. No justices’ clerk should be | 
allowed to derive income from brewers | 
carrying on business in his own division. | 
The Home Secretary had said that if 
justices’ clerks were prevented from | 
acting in districts adjoining their own, | 
financial loss would be inflicted upon | 
them. It was very clear that it was an 
important matter to the brewers to be 
able to employ justices’ clerks, because the 
brewers could, so to speak, punish them 
if they were not complacent. There was 
one borough in England where the 
Licensing Commission found that the 
previous clerk was solicitor to five 
breweries in the town. It was impor- 
tant that the administration of the 
licensing laws should be purified in 
the Court itself. It was a gross anomaly 
that a justices’ clerk should be receiving 
fees from and be dependent for a con- 
siderable portion of his income upon 
brewers who owned breweries in the 
district where he was clerk. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : It seems to me 
that there may be an evil in magistrates’ 
clerks appearing as advocates for 
brewers within their own districts, but 
I cannot see any objection to their 
acting as such in adjoining districts in 
which they are not magistrates’ clerks. 
If that argument were pushed to its 
logical conclusion it would mean that 
magistrates’ clerks should be disqualified 
from acting for brewers in any business 
whatever. di. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: The Minority 
port recommends that. 


Siz ROBERT FINLAY: The House 

















was a little inconsistent. 
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ageee with the hon. Gentleman that to 
support the proposal at all you must go 
a great deal further and disqualify the 
magistrates’ clerk from acting for any 
brewer, publican, or distiller, in any 
capacity whatever. That would be a 
proposal of a very sweeping nature, but 
it is not the one before the House. 


Mr. BROADHURST asked the 
Attorney-General to consider how the 
proposal of the Government would work 
out. The magistrates’ clerk was to be 
prevented from dealing with applications 
for new licences or renewals in his own 
district, but he was to be allowed to run 
riot in the adjoining district. The 
chances were that one or two brewery 
firms held the licences in both districts- 
He should be sorry to countenance 
the suggestion that the magistrates’ clerk 
would use undue influence, but the 
whole of those connected with the 
administration of the law should be 
above suspicion. If the clause was 
amended in the way proposed by the 
Home Secretary, there would be very 
little change in the present condition of 
affairs. 


(4.35.) Mr. TALBOT (Oxford Uni- 
versity) said they should keep distinct 
the functions of the advocate and the 
judge. The duty of the magistrates’ 
clerk being to advise the magistrate, he 
might be said to take part in judicial 
decisions; and it was idle to contend 
that if a magistrates’ clerk went outside 
his division and appeared for the brewers 
he could act impartially in the division 
to which he was magistrates’ clerk. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.) said he entirely agreed with 
the course taken by the Home Secretary. 
When he read the Bill first of all, it 
appeared to him that the prohibition 
proposed was most unfair and unreason- 
able, and besides no good purpose could 
be served by it. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said the 
attitude of the temperance party opposite 
A temperance 
advocate, in his own opinion, required no 
safeguardings for the exercise of his 
judicial duties, but anyone who was not a 


understands that the proposal now before temperance advocate must be safeguarded 
‘Usis not of that drastic nature ; butI quite | for the proper discharge of his duties. If 
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the prohibition were not removed, the 
petty sessions Courts would be deprived 
of the services as clerks of persons 
singularly qualified for the position. He 
believed the justices’ clerks were as 
honourable and free from corruption 
as any of the most ardent temperance 
advocates. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he did 
not understand why a lawyer should 
be allowed to serve two masters any 
more than any other man. If a jus- 
tices’ clerk was employed by brewers, 
it seemed almost inevitable that he should 
have his judgment biassed. There might 
be some hardship, but he thought that, 
on the whole, this change in the law 
ought to be made. 


Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 
said justices’ clerks would feel that they 
were being unjustly treated if they were 
peohihited from acting professionally 


Licensing 
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Bill. 
Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


In 6, line 13, after the word “clerk,” to 
insert the words “ nor shall he act in any such 
proating at any licensing or petty sessions 

eld for any district adjoining thereto for an 
person carrying on business in the district for 
which he is clerk.” —(Mr. Talbot.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Proposed Amendment amended— 


By leaving out the words “carrying on 
business,” and inserting the words “dealing 
in or selling intoxicating liquors.” — (Sir 
William Tomlinson.) 


Question put, “That those words, as 
amended, be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 119; Noes,. 


outside their districts. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Donelan, ~~ A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

F french, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
ess, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Mr. Cohen. 








AYES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- , 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys:Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MaceVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, Joho 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Ti , N.) 
O’Connor, James ( i icklow, W. 
O’ Dowd, John 





O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 


206. (Division List No. 250.) 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Pickard, Benjamin ; 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Reddy, M. 
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| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Rigg, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thom pson, DrEC(Monagh n,N 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Golleweg 
Whiteley, George(York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.} 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ. T(Huddersfd 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Talbot and Mr. 
Whittaker. 





Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Ralcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfoar, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blandell Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, Artbur Griffit®- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A(Glasgow 
Carson Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
ChamberJain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cabitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, T.R(T’rH’ mlets,S. Geo. 
Diekson, Charles Seott 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr’dDixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
hty, George 
pg , Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
ing-Lawrence. Sir Edwin 
Evans, Sir FrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
y, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
rald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir enry 
er, Ernest 
Galloway, William Johnson 
oer, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H (City of Lond. 
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NOES. 


Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Go.don, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbur 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. farowabery 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augus.us 

Houre, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Jno. (Kent. Faversham 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnsron, William (Belf st) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. SirJohn H, 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
lean Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,RtHn. W G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles Baverpen) 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Seveae: S bampent Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’ mstow 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Grah’m(Bute 





Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

PymgU. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Care 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thow-son 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roll, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert - 
Round, James 

Royds, Clem-nt Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edwa d T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry’ Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Yomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Shetfi’ld 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George: 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. EL. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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* (5.0.) Mr. WHITTAKER said he 
desired to move in Clause 12, page 6, 
line 15, to leave out the words “except 
so far as relates to the preparation of 
notices or forms”. The Amendment re- 
ferred to the employment of clerks to 
the justices in the preparation of notices 
and forms in their own districts. It was 
important that the clerks to the justices 
should not be in any way interested in 
licensing matters which came before the 
magistrates, or that they should receive 
money from persons applying for licences. 
It was clear that many clerks derived a 
considerable part of their income from 
the preparation of notices and forms; 
and, in his opinion, it was extremely un- 
desirable that they should derive any 
income from persons in the trade, parti- 
cularly inthe districts in which they 
acted. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line 15, to leave out the words 
‘except so far as relates to the preparation of 
notices or forms ’.”—(Mr. Whittaker.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
ae to be left out stand part of the 
Bi ey 

* Mr. RITCHIE said he thought that 
the House had arrived ata conclusion 
in regard to the matter on the previous 
Amendment. He could not really con- 

«ceive that the mere preparation of 
matters of this kind was at all likely to 
unduly bias the clerks in the advice they 
might be called upon to tender to the 
justices. 

*Mr. DISRAELI congratulated the 
Home Secretary on the course he had 
taken, and hoped the hon. Member for 
Spen Valley would not further waste 
the time of the House, as the Bill 
-ought now to go through. 


* Mr. WHITTAKER said that he re- 
sented the statement of the hon. Member. 
Asa matter of fact he had refrained from 
moving half a dozen Amendments. 


CotoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) said he was of opinion that 
magistrates’ clerks should have nothing 
whatever todo with any part of the 
licensing business, and he did not think 
it was proper that they should obtain 
fees, whether for the preparation of 
notices or in any other way from persons 
interested. He thought the hon. Mem- 
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ber for the Spen Valley Division had | 
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rendered a good service in moving the 
Amendment. Many of the Amendments 
which had been passed were good and 
sound, and the Amendment now before 
the House was quite as sound as any 
that had been passed during the aftep. 
noon. 


Lorp EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
said it was distinctly understood, when his 
hon. friend the Member for Leicester with- 
drew his Amendment earlier in the after. 
noon, thatthe Amendment now before the 
House would be moved. The Amendment 
of his hon. friend the Member for 
Leicester was slightly wider than the 
present Amendment. His hon. friend 
also admitted that it would be better in 
another place ; and, therefore, with the 
unanimous assent of the House he with- 
drew it. The Amendment now before 
the House was very different from the 
Amendment which had just been dis 
posed of ; and he thought his hon. friend 
who moved it, had some cause to com- 
plain of the manner in which it had 
been received by the hon. Member for 
the Altrincham Division. With regard 
to the last Amendment, he was perfectly 
willing to admit that there was a great 
deal to be said on both sides. The 
present Amendment, however, related to 
the district in which the clerk was 
acting ; and it was held that he might 
be unfairly biassed by the inducement of 
giving him the preparation of notices and 
forms. The clerk was an exceedingly 
important person, and should be kept 
entirely apart from having anything to 
do with the licensing business comi 
before his bench, and, regarding whic 
he was often called upon to advise the 
magistrates. He, therefore, hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would carefully 
consider whether these words might not 
be struck out of the Bill. ,. biwn cdu 


* Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he considered that the words should 
be struck out of the clause in order that 
the justices’ clerks might be wholly 
and not partly above suspicion. Un- 
doubtedly the words, if they were 
retained, would leave some suspicion 
upon them. It reminded him of the 
wife of an Ambassador at Constantinople 
who was given the second class of the 
Turkish order of the Chefkat. On asking 
what the word Chefkat meant, she was 
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told it meant virtue; and she said she 
was very much surprised that she 
should have received an order of second: 
dass virtue. That was what this clause, 
as it stood, would give to the justices’ 
clerks. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN said that if 
the words were retained a clerk might 
be called upon to advise the magistrates | 
regarding the very notices he himself had 
prepared. He had already expressed 
the opinion that clerks should be per- 
mitted to practice outside their own 
districts ; but he thought they should be 
prohibited from practising within their 
own districts. 


Sir ROBERT REID said he desired to 
mention only two points. The first was 
that the clerk was the confidential 
adviser to the justices ; and if the words 
were retained he would be in a position 
to receive fees for the very matters on 
which he might be called upon to advise | 
the magistrates: That was wholly 
unjustifiable. The second point was 


that the clerk might be called upon to 
advise the magistrates as to the validity 
of the very notices he himself had been 


pid for preparing. If the House sanc- 
tioned such a proposal he thought it 
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a very considerable part of the clerks’ 
remuneration. He confessed, however, 
that some of the arguments in favour 
of the Amendment were very strong; 
and though he could not agree to the 
Amendment now, he would be prepared 


_ to give it further consideration. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 


said 


_the Amendment he proposed to move 


at which the 
The 


related to the time 
annual meeting was to be held. 


Bill named February, but that would 


be a most inconvenient time, as the 
whole of the work would have to be 
done about Christmas time. The 
magistrates of London very strongly 
objected to February, and desired that 
the meeting should be held in March. 


Amendment proposed— 

**In page 6, line 21, to leave out the word 
‘February,’ and insert the word ‘ March.’”— 
(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘February ’ stand part of the Bill. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said that a very 
general desire had been expressed that 
the meetings should be held at the- 
|same time throughout the country. 


'The reason for fixing February rather 
: «ad j 'than March was that it was provided 
had hitherto been applied in such cane. | this Till thet! thes ‘ehoull be an 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamor-| interval between the granting of the 
ganshire, Mid.) said there was a great licence and its confirmation, and that 
deal of feeling on the matter in the it might be very difficult, if the Amend- 
country, and he hoped the right hon. ment were accepted, to get all the 
Gentleman would be able to accept! necessary proceedings completed before 


would depart from the standard which 


the Amendment. The clerk could | 
charge any fees he wished for the | 
nlm of these notices. No scale 
of fees was laid down regarding them ; | 
and surely the solicitor who was to! 
advise the magistrate should not be| 
allowed to take business, which was in| 
the nature of private business, on which | 
he might afterwards have to advise the | 
Bench. He voted with the Government | 
in the last division, because he thought 
that the restriction with regard to 
adjoining districts was too great; but 
he certainly would vote in favour of 
the present Amendment. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that, by per- 
mission of the House, he might state | 
that there was nothing new in the 
Proposal in the Bill, and to adopt the 
Amendment would mean taking away | 











the 5th April, when the licences ought 
to come into force. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond) said that, as the Bill stood 
at present, holders of licences would be 
able to retain their licences for six 
months without the payment of any 
fees. It was not a very important 
matter in itself, but a very considerable 
principle was involved in it. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line’36, after the word ‘ contrary,’ 
to insert the words ‘upon production of such 
licence to the clerk of the licensing justices . 
and upon payment to him of the fees which 
would have been payable if that licence had 
been renewed at a general annual licensing 
meeting held in August or September one 


thousand nine hundred and two.”—(Mr. John 
Hutton.) 
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Question proposed, “That those words 
_ be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he thought it was 
quite clear that the licensee should pay 
the proper amount due from him ; 
the Amendment of his hon. friend seemed 
to imply that the licensee should pay the 
fees for the whole year. He would be 
prepared to accept the Amendment, how- 
ever, 
before “the fees.” 


- Adjournment of 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said | 
that that quite met the point. 


Proposed Amendment amended— 


“ By inserting after the words ‘him of,’ the 
words ‘half of.””—(Mr. Sceretary Ritchie. ) 

Question, “That those words, as 
amended, be there inserted,” put, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. GROVES said he wished to move 
to omit the words “or Section 14.” It 
dealt with the case of persons who might 
abscond and take away the papers with 
them. . 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 41, to leave out the words 
‘ or Section 14.’”—(Mr. Groves.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
aoe to be left out stand part of the 

ill.” 

*Mr. RITCHIE said that it was neces- 
sary to retain the words, and, therefore, 
he could not accept the Amendment 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. GRETTON said that the Committee 
upstairs agreed that the licensing 
-authority should have the power of 
adjourning the consideration of any 
_applications’ for a new licence, and his 
Amendment was to give the same power 
‘to justices with reference to cases of 
transfer. 


Amendment made. 


Mr. WHITTAKER said he desired to 
move the next Amendment standing in 
‘the name of his hon. friend the Member 
for West Denbighshire. Its object was 
sthat, in cases of transfer, the same notice 
should be given as in the case of a new 
slicence. 

Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 19, after ‘ 1828,’ to insert the 
~words, ‘ (5) In respect of an application for the 
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transfer or removal of a licence under section 
, fourteen of the Alehouse Act, 1828, to other 
| premises not theretofore licensed for the sale 
of intoxicating liquor, the applicant shall give 
the like notices as are uired in the Cage 
of a new licence.’ ”—(Mr. "Whittaker.) 


Mr. RITCHIE said that he wag 
informed that Sub-section 3 provided jn 
substance for what the hon. Member 
desired. 

Question, “That those words be 
there inserted,” put and negatived. 

It being half-past Five of the clock, 
further proceedings on consideration of 
the Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), stood adjourned till Monday 
next. 


LABOUR (BUREAU (LONDON) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [Lorps} 


Read a second time and committed for 
Monday next. 

CREMATION BILL [Lorps]. 

Lords’ Reason for disagreeing to one 
of the Amendments made by this House 
to the Bill, and Lords’ Amendments to 
the Commons Amendments considered 
forthwith. 

Lords Reason and Amendments con- 
sidered. 

Resolved, That this House doth not 
insist on the Amendment to the Bill 
to which the Lords have disagreed, and 
doth agree to the Amendments made by 
the Lords to the Commons Amendments 
to the Bill.—(Sir Walter Foster.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for codifying the Law relating 
to Marine Insurance. [Marine Insurance 
Bill (Zords.] 

Also a Bill, intituled, “‘An Act to 
amend the Pauper Children (Ireland) 
Act, 1898.” [Pauper Children (Ireland) 
Bill [Lords.] 

ILLNESS OF THE KING. 

On the Motion for the Adjournment— 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have just 
received a telephonic message, which I 
was not able to take down, but the 
House may accept it from me that the 
condition of the King is satisfactory. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—— 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition of 
the Bill was withdrawn: the orders 
made on the 13th of May and Thursday 


lst discharged, and Bill committed 


forthwith. 


+ MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GEN- 


ERAL POWERS) BILL, 
COMMERCIAL GAS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


: NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (STEAM 


VESSELS) BILL. 
Reported without Amendment. 


RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [u.1.]. 


Commons Amendments considered, 
; nd agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn: the orders 
made on the 5th instant and Thursday 
lst discharged, and Bill Committed to 
aCommittee of the Whole House. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 

The Chairman of Committees in- 
rmed the House that the opposition 
tothe Bill was withdrawn: the orders 
mde on the 10th instant and Thursday 
hst discharged, and Bill committed. 


LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments; 
futher Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
ad returned to the Commons. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
based, and returned to the Commons. 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments; 
tther Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
id returned to the Commons. 
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CITY OF mctey R Ai oe HEALTA) 


KENT WATER BILL, 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL, 


WEST HAM GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


NORTH reine age TRAMWAYS 


YORK CORPORATION BILL, 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL, 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL, 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Repo 
Selection, that the Lord Carysfort (E. 


rt from the Committee of 
Craysfort) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills, in the place of the Lord 


Wandsworth ; read and agreed to. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [H.1.], 

House in Committee = to 
order); the Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee, made: Standing 
Committee negatived: the Report of 
Amendments to be received tomorrow. 





OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Reportfrom theCommittee of Selection, 
That the Five Lords appointed a Select 
Committee on the North Metropolitan 
Tramways, and other Bills do form the 
Select Committee for the consideration 


L 
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of the London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Bill, read and agreed to: All 

titions referred to the Committee, with 

ve to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bill, to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bill. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

(No. 1) BILL. 

The order made on Friday last ap- 
pointing certain Lords the Select Com- 
mittee to consider the Bill, discharged. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2832. Turkey (Damascus). 
No. 2833. Venezuela (Caracas). 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Statistics of the Refugee Camps in 
South Africa. 
SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). 
* Forty-firss Annual Report of the 


Inspectors of Fisheries (England and 
Wales), for 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


WOODS, FOREST, AND LAND REVENUE. 

Eightieth Report of the Commissioners 
of Woods, Forest, and Land Revenues, 
for the year 1901-1902: Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


CREMATION BILL [.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment to which the Lords have 
disagreed not insisted on; and with the 
Lords Amendments to the Commons 
Amendments agreed to. 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 132.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past. Ten 
o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 30th June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock 


ILLNESS OF THE KING—RESOLUTION 
OF THE HELLENIC PARLIAMENT, 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 

he had received the following letter 

relating to the illness of His Majesty the. 

King— 

Athens, 
27th June, 1902. 
To the Right Honourable William C. Gully, 
Speaker of the House of Commons. 


The Hellenic Parliament, of the feelings of 
which I am the seownd 3 gap rejoices at the 
news of the successful operation on His 
Majesty the King Edward, and offers, with 
the whole oe — et warmest 
prayers to Almighty G or the gj 
recovery of the beloved King. ay 

The President of the Hellenic Parliament. 
(Signed) THEODORE RETZINAs. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


—_—_— 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, ‘That in the | 


case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and sclkeel on the "First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.— 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill [Zords]}. 
Barrow Hematite Steel Company, 
Limited, Bill [ Lords]. 
Great Northern and City Railway Bill 
[Lords]. 
Great Northern and Strand Railway 
Bill [Lords]. 
Hastings Tramways Bill [ Zords}. 
Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
Bill (Lords. | 
North-West London Railway Bill 
[ Lords}. 
Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read & 
second time. ; 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO| Orders made by the Board of Trade 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). | under The Tramways Act, 1870, relating 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table|to Brighton Corporation Tramways, 
Report from one of the Examiners of|Cheadle and Gatley Urban District 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the | Coyncil Tramways, Lees Urban District 


case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 


Council Tramways, Southport Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Stockport Corporation 


are applicable, viz.— 


Re 


lation 
er Bill. 


Commons 
Provisional 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time tomorrow. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 


Amendments. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


(Sodbury) 


| Tramways, and Sunderland Corporation 
Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Con- 


firmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under The Tram- 
ways Act, 1870, relating to Heywood 
Corporation Tramways, Leeds Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Pontypridd Urban Dis- 
trict Council Tramways, Southampton 
Corporation Tramways, West Riding 
Tramways (Knottingley Extension), and 
Wolverhampton Corporation Tramways.” 
[Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 


Bill (Lords. ] 





As amended, considered, to be read| And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 


the third time. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE- 


MENT BILL [Lorps]. 


FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT 
, COUNCIL BILL. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[Lorps]. 
WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [Lorps] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to: City of 
london (Spitalfields Market) Bill, Hali- 
lux Corporation Bill, with Amendments, 

ments to Bradford Corporation 
Bill [Lords], Northumberland Electric 
Tramways Bill [Lords], Rickmansworth 
Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


: That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
An Act to confirm certain Provisional 





|empower the Neath Rural District 
| Council to obtain a supply of water from 
the river Tringarth, in the parish of 
| Ystradfellte, in the county of Brecknock ; 
| to acquire the Cwm Avon gas and water 
| undertaking ; and for other purposes.’’ 


| [Ystradfellte Water Bill [Lords. } 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 258.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lorps]}. 

Read the first time; referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 259.) 





PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Bolton, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Littleborough, in favour ; 
‘to lie upon the Table. 
L2 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: From Crewe and 
Kensington; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 

Copy presented, of Eightieth Report 
of the Commissioners, dated 30th June, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed, [No. 247.] 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Statistics of the 
Refugee Camps in South Africa [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
SALMON'AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES 

(ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Forty-first Annual 
Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries 
(England and Wales), for 1901 [by 


Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,832 and 2,833 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the Nature of the Proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lightin 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.” —(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
‘CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Telegraphists’ Commencing Wage. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact}that since 1897. the initial or 
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starting pay of telegraphists has been 
12s. a week, and in the case of learners 
or half-timers 6s. a week until appoint- 
ment, and that a period of two years 
has elapsed before the wage of 12s. hag 
been reached; and, seeing that the 
commencing wage has lately been r>ised 
to 8s. a week for half-timers, and 16s, a 
week on appointment (at various towns 
like Manchester and Birmingham), will 
he say what steps will be taken to place 
both classes on an equal footing. 


(Answer.) The Postmaster General ig 
aware of the facts mentioned. He has 
no present intention of extending the 
special rate of pay which has been 
temporarily conceded, under quite ex- 
ceptional circumstances, at certain of 
the more important post offices.—(Post 


Office.) 


Post Office Private Bags. 

Mr. KENYON (Denbigh Boroughs): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will state on what principlethe 
regulations as to private bags are framed ; 
whether the fees realised by the carriage 
of private bags are paid to the district 
postmasters as part of their salaries; 
whether agreements entered into by 
district postmasters are liable to be 
reversed by their successors on their 
retirement or promotion; and whether 
he will lay before Parliament a copy of 
the ced rss now in force showing 
any changes which have been made 
during the last ten years. 


(Answer.) The principle upon which 
the regulations referred to are framed is 
that of assessing the fees to be paid by 
the owners of private bags according to 
the weight of their bags. The fees do 


&/not form part of the emoluments of 


postmasters, etc., except at some of the 
smaller sub-post offices. Postmasters 
have no authority to enter into agree 
ments with regard to private bags, but 
are required to conform strictly to the 
regulations. These regulations are 
clearly shown on page 31 of the Post 
Office Guide, and the Postmaster 
General does not consider it necessary 
to lay them before Parliament. No 
change has been made in them during 
the last ten years.—(Post Office.) 
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Charity Commission—Cornwallis Charity, 
Llansadwrn. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmar- 
then Boroughs): To ask the hon. 
Member for the Tonbridge Division of 
Kent, as a Charity Commissioner, if he 
will state why the scheme published in 
July, 1896, for the Cornwallis Charity for 
the parish of Llansadwrn, Carmarthen- 
shire, was not adopted; and; in the 
event of that scheme being incorrect, 
why no fresh scheme has been brought 
forward earlier; and will he say when 
he expects the promised new scheme to 
be in the hands of the Parish Council of 
Llansadwrn, and what time that body 
will have for its consideration. 


(Answer.) (1) The scheme to which the 
Question refers as published in 1896 was a 
scheme proposed to be made under The 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889. 
It was not proceeded with, because it was 
opposed. (2) The Commissioners awaited 
the result of the inquiry about to be 
conducted by their Assistant Com- 
missioner in Llansadwrn and Llanwrda, 
before proposing a fresh scheme. (3) It 
is not possible to state at present when 
the new scheme, a draft of which is now 
being considered by the patron and the 
trustees, will be published. But there 
_ will be no unnecessary delay in the 
matter. (4) When the scheme is published, 
the Parish Council of Llansadwrn will 
receive a copy, and will have not less 
than a month for its consideration, and 
for making their observations upon it.—- 
(Charity Commission. ) 


Kew Gardens—Queen’s Cottage Grounds. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): To ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether he can say why 
the gates of the road or path leading 
through what is known as the Queen’s 
Garden portion of Kew Gardens have 
been again closed and relocked : and why 
the people now enjoying this public place 

Tesort cannot have the full facilities 
which were granted to them some time 


(Answer.) The Queen’s Cottage grounds 
Were, I find, closed temporarily by order 
of the Director of Kew Gardens, as the 

~_ was impassable after the rain. I 
_ have desired him to open them again so 
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soon as the state of the ground permits. 
The Royal command to allow the public 
admission to the grounds must, of course, 
be respected.—(Office of Works.) 


Arrest ofa British Sailor at Huelva, Spain. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): To 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
a British sailor named Fitzgerald was 
arrested at Huelva, in Spain, in April 
last, on a charge of assault, and is still 
kept in gaol without trial; and whether 
any steps have been taken, or will be 
taken, to procure his immediate trial or 
release. 


(Answer.) The acting Vice-Consul at 
Huelva reported on 14th May to His 
Majesty’s Consul at Cadiz that Fitzgerald 
had been arrested and courtmartialled for 
an assault on a carabineer, but that the 
sentence had not been made known. 
The matter was brought to the notice of 
His Majesty’s Ambassador, but he has 
not yet been able to obtain sufficient 
particulars about the case to enable him 





to take action in favour of Fitzgerald. 
| There shall be no delay that can be 
avoided in dealing with the matter.— 
(Foreign Office.) 


| Excavations at Tara. 


| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): To ask 
| the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
| tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
| has been drawn to the digging up and 
_ obliteration on the Hill of Tara, in Ireland, 
of the ancient mounds and ridges which 
mark the sites of the various erections 
which existed on that spot in remote ages 
before the introduction of Christianity 
|into Ireland, and whether he will take. 
such steps as may be in his power to 
prevent the destruction of these historical 
monuments, which are among the most 
remarkable and interesting in the British 
Isles. 


( Answer.) My attention has been directed 
to the excavations carried out at Tara. 
These ancient mounds are amongst the 
works included in the Schedule to the 
Ancient Monuments Protection Act of 
1882. When similar excavations at Tara 
were brought under the notice of Govern- 
ment in 1899, there appeared to be an 
impression that the fact that the mounds 
were so scheduled vested the guardianship 
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in the Commissioners of Public Works 
and empowered the Commissioners to 
interfere with the action of the owner. 
This is not so, however ; and to create the 
power there should be a formal deed, 
executed by the owner, vesting the earth. 
‘works in the Commissioners. No such 
deed has been executed. A Dublin 
newspaper of this morning states that 
the owner has entered into an arrange- 
ment, under which the excavations will 
be conducted by the Royal Society of 
Antiquaries of Ireland. This, of course, 
will afford a guarantee for the preservation 
of a national monument of unique interest. 
It is of the highest importance that the 
surface of the ground should be in no 
way disturbed, since its features confirm 
in every particular the ancient accounts 
of the Regal buildings which once stood 
at Tara.— (Irish Office.) 


Naas Guardians and the Irish Registrar 
General of Births, etc. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): To ask 
the ‘Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the refusal of the 
Registrar General for Ireland of Births 
to permit the occasional use by officials 
of the Naas Union, for the purpose of 
transacting official business, of a room 
at the workhouse in which the filled 
registers are deposited, and which the 
superintendent registrar is entitled to 
use for the discharge of the duties of 
his office; whether, having regard to 
the fact that the use of this room 
by these officials entails no inconvenience 
on the superintendent registrar, and 
that the room will be instantly vacated 
whenever he requires it, the Chief 
Secretary will represent to the Registrar 
’ General the advisability of allowing the 
officials to continue to use the room, 
which has been built out of the rates, 
seeing that, if they are deprived of its 
use, it will be necessary to build at 
the public expense an office for their 
accommodation. 


(Answer.) This room was provided by 
the Guardians as an office for the 
transaction of the business of the 
Superintendent Registrar of Births, 
Deaths, and Marriages, and for the 
preservation of the records of the 
Registrar, who is responsible for their 
care and custody. ere are obvious 
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objections to the use of this room, at 
any time, by officials who are in no 
way responsible for the custody of the 
records, and the Registrar General, with 
every desire to meet the wishes of the 
guardians, regrets he cannot consent 
to the appropriation of the room for 
purposes other than those for which it 
was provided by statute—(Irish Office.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN BHE HOUSE. 


British South Africa Company. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, at 
any timefsince 31st December, 1900, the 
Colonial Office, or any responsible official 
thereof, has been approached by the 
British South Africa Company, or any 
director thereof, officially or informally, 
with proposals for or suggestions of a 
transfer of the undertaking to the 
British Government ; and, in that case, 
what was the nature of such proposals 
or suggestions, and what reply was 
given thereto. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W): No such _ proposal 
has been made to me or to any official 
in my Department. 


Loyalist Losses in the War. 


Srr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if it is proposed to 
constitute a Court or Commission of 
Claims for the adjudication of the 
claims for indemnity in respect of losses 
sustained by the operations of war by 
loyal British subjects in and connected 
with South Africa, similar to that held 
in the case of foreigners in the Trang- 
vaal and Orange colonies. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
All claims for losses go before the 
same Boards in South Africa, whether 
they emanate from British or foreign 
subjects. The Court which sat in 1901 
in London dealt with the cases of 
foreigners deported from South Africa 
who were unable to appear before the 
Boards sitting in that country. 
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Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Is any 
Board sitting at the present time in 
South Africa ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Arrangements are 
being made to deal with the cases as 
rapidly as possible. 


Retention in Army Service of Yeomanry, 
etc., serving in South “Afric 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will consider the advisability of 
endeavouring to retain in the Army 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and 
men of the Imperial Yeomanry, Volun- 
ter, and irregular forces in South Africa 
who have proved in the field their 
qualifications for military service, and of 
bringing to their knowledge the advan- 
tages of Army service under the improved 
conditions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As regards the 


officers, it does not appear probable that 
sufficient vacancies will arise for the 

nt of many direct commissions. 
eomanry officers are granted the same 
privileges as regards service marks in 


their examinations as officers of the 
Militia. As regards the men, all 
facilities will be given them, provided 
they are qualified to enlist, and their 
service in other forces in South Africa 
will be allowed to reckon as Army 
service. 
Army Recruiting. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the special recruit class has 
been abolished for the Regular Forces ; 
and, if so, whether any minimum 
standard of height and chest measure- 
ment remains. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No recruit has, 
since 1st April, been accepted unless he 
fulfilled certain conditions of chest 
Measurement and chest expansion. As 
regards height, there is a minimum and 
4 maximum standard, which vary 
according to the arm of the service, but 
the Adjutant-General has power to 
Approve desirable reeruits who do not 
fulfil the conditions of height. The 
percentage of Specials last year, which 
Was about thirty-three, has dropped to 
about twelve sinee the 1st April. 
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Major RASCH: What is the 
minimum height and chest measure- 
ment ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say off- 
hand. 


Royal Military College, Sandhurst. 

CotoneL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): I begtoask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the result of the 
inquiry recently held as to disturbances 
at the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, 
will be made public; whether, since that 
inquiry took place, another incendiary 
fire has taken place in the College; and 
what further measures are being taken 
by the authorities to punish the guilty 
and tq relieve innocent persons of being 
suspected of crime. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not proposed 
to make public the inquiry held as to the 
recent distui bance at the Royal Military 
College. Another fire has taken place, 
and steps are being taken to deal with 
those concerned. 


Cromarty Defences. 

Mr. WEIR. (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the question of fortifying 
the two headlands, known as the Sutors, 
at the entrance to Cromarty Firth, has 
yet been considered by the Defence Com- 
mittee ; and, if not, will steps be taken 
to procure a Report on the subject. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No such proposal 
has been considered by a Defence Com- 
mittee, nor does there appear to be any 
necessity for referring it to a Defence 
Committee. 


The Coronation Reviews. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
provision will be made to enable Members 
to see the two reviews. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Perhaps 
this will be a convenient opportunity for 
me to ask a Question of which I have given 
private notice, viz., if, to afford the people 
an opportunity of seeing and welcoming 
the Colonial and Indian troops, they can- 
not be invited (after the Review on the 
limited space of the Horse Guards’ 
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Parade, by His Royal Highness the 
Prince of Wales) to march round Hyde 
Park, or some other route comparatively 
clear of business traffic, and under carriage 
regulations, enabling people on foot to 
see something. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The route as at 
resent adopted is by Grosvenor Gardens, 
rosvenor Place, Constitution Hill, and 

the Mall. It is hoped that ample oppor- 
tunity will thus be given to those who 
desire to see the troops. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Both days ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes ; the whole of 
the arrangements have been made in the 
course of a few hours, and it will be 
oe impossible to bring troops up to 

ndon to line the enormous extent of 
route which my hon. and gallant friend 
proposes. The police would not under- 
take to control so long a route without 
an adequate supply of soldiers to keep 
the road. With regard to this House, 
so far as I am aware, the distribution of 
tickets has been placed in the hands of 
the Colonial Office, in order to satisfy as 
many Colonial visitors as possible. The 
accommodation is limited, and that which 
would be required by Members of this 
House, if a large number desired to go, 
would make it prohibitive to assign 
special places to all 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Will any arrangements be made to 
enable Members to see this desirable and 
interesting function ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am informed that 
200 tickets will be placed at the disposal 
of Mr. Speaker’s Secretary. 


Egyptian International Tribunals. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
in view of the fact that Egypt is under 
British control, will he state why the 
English language is not used in the 
international tribunals. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
international tribunals were  consti- 
tuted by an Agreement to which 
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fourteen Powers were parties, | ‘and 
no change can be made in the arrange. 
ments under that Agreement without the 
consent of all the signatory Powers, 
some of which would have to obtain the 
assent of their legislatures. In practice, 


however, it is understood that little 
inconvenience is caused by the fact that 
English is not one of the languages 
officially sanctioned, and that translations 
of English documents are rarely required, 


Mr. WEIR: When was the agreement 
published ? 


Lorpv CRANBORNE: I am afraid } 
cannot answer that off-hand. 


Macao. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any official information 
that a telegram has been received from 
Hong Kong to the effeet that a 
French flagship and two French gun- 
boats arrived at Macao on the 25th 
ultimo, and will he now state the result 
of his inquiry in regard to the report 
that the French Government have 
recently acquired territory near Macao. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: We have not 
heard of the arrival of any French men- 
of-war at Macao. According to our 
information, a piece of ground near 
Macao has been purchased by French 
missionaries for the erection of a 
hospital. 


Governor Generalshiv of Australia. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he can state 
when the successor to Lord Hopetoun as 
Governor General of Australia will be 
appointed. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 


care be taken to ensure that the new 
Governor General is granted an allow- 
ance adequate to enable him to fulfil the 
duties of the office ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question om 
the Paper. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
put it down for tomorrow. 


Gibraltar Dock-Workers’ Strike. 

CotonEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that the strike of dock workers at 
Gibraltar is extending to other trades, 
and that acts of violence have already 
been committed; and whether he will 
telegraph to the Governor instructing 
him to adopt stringent measures to 
maintain order, and to issue a proclama- 
tion warning the strikers and others 
against using intimidation or violence. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am aware 
of the facts stated in the Question, but 
the Governor, Sir George White, is fully 
alive to the importance of maintaining 
order, and I believe the steps he is taking 
will be found adequate. 


London Water Bill. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
toask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state when 
the Report of the Joint Committee on 
the London Water Bill will be distributed 
toMembers; and whether a reasonable 
interval will be allowed between the 
distribution of the Report and the con- 
sideration of the Bill in Committee of 
the House. 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
lonG, Bristol, S.): The Report of the 
Joint Committee is issued, and copies can 
now be obtained at the Vote Office. It 
will, of course, be circulated in the usual 
way. The Bill will not be taken before 
Wednesday, and I think this will allow a 
tufficient time for the consideration of 
the Report. 


Subsequently, 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First 
lord of the Treasury whether there is a 
‘tious intention to take the London 
Water Bill on Wednesday, or whether a 
considerable interval should not be allowed 
lor studying the Report, which has not 
been distributed. 

Tae FIRST LORD or THe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E): 1am not aware of any suggestion 


0 take the Bill on Wednesday. 





Elementary School Building Rules. 

*Smr FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, 
what building Rules are now in force in 
the case of elementary schools, as the 
seventh section of the Code (1901) has 
been omitted from the new Code; and 
what the Government intend to adopt as 
regards building Rules for such schools 
in future years. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir Joun 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The ex- 
isting building Rules, contained in the 
seventh section of the Code, 1901, re- 
main in force till superseded by new ones. 
New Rules will be issued shortly. 


Regulations for Secondary Day Schools. 

*Smr FRANCIS POWELL: I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education when the particu- 
lars and syllabuses referred to in the 
Regulations for Secondary Day Schools, 
1902, will be printed and circulated ; and 
whether evening schools will be dealt 
with in the same supplementary regula- 
tions. 


Str JOHN GORST: The supplement- 
ary regulations, which are both for 
secondary day schools and evening schools, 
are now in the hands of the printers. 
They will be circulated in about ten days. 


Dungannon Land Appeals. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is now 
in a position to say when the Land 
Commissioners will sit at Dungannon to 
hear appeals which have been accruing 
for nearly four years in the county court. 
district of that town. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): No date 
has yet been fixed for the next sitting of 
the Commissioners. It is probable, how- 
ever, that one will be held before the end 
of the year. 


Mr. DOOGAN: Will it be held at. 
Dungannon ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I infer so. 
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East Tyrone Police. 


Mr. DOOGAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
-extra police are quartered in East Tyrone ; 
where they are stationed ; the reason for 
keeping them there ; and the respective 
number in each locality. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no extra 
force of police stationed in the County 
Tyrone. 


Imprisonment for Contempt in Sligo Gaol. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that John Lavin of Ballinaford, 
near Boyle, aged seventy-three, at present 
confined in Sligo gaol, was arrested in 
bed whilst suffering from influenza con- 
tracted through exposure after eviction ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that this 
man has been fifteen months in prison, 
steps will be taken to have him released. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This man was 
committed to prison for contempt of court 
on a writ of attachment issued by the 
Vice-Chancellor. The power of committal 
in such cases is not subject to supervision 
by the Executive and is not controlled by 
the exercise of the prerogative of pardon. 
‘The steps necessary to be taken with a 
view to the discharge of the prisoner 
were indicated in a communication which 
I addressed to the hon. Member in 
February last. 


Irish Public Service. 


Mr. WOOD (Down Co.,E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of privy councillors, land com- 
missioners, land sub-commissioners, county 
court valuers, judges of the superior 
courts, county court judges, resident 
i gemporre county inspectors of police, 
and district inspectors holdin ce in 
Treland ; and how many of mi | class are 
Presbyterians. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are sixty- 
‘seven resident magistrates, of whom five 
are Presbyterians; thirty-three county 
inspectors, none of whom are Presby- 
terians; and 214 district inspectors, of 
whom eight profess that religion. I have 
already more than once stated that I have 





no official prongs 8 of the religious 
denominations applicable to persons 
occupying the other positions mentioned, 


Land Commissioner Garvey. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co.,8.): I 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lo 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many days in the week are at 

resent given by Land Commissioner 
Baredy to the work for which he was 
appointed, in what district he is at present 
employed, and what his previous occupa 
tion was. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Garvey, like 
all other fassistant Land Commissioners, 
gives his entire time to the service of the 
Irish Land Commission. He is at present 
employed in the district of Cookstown, 
His qualifications will be found described 
in a Paper recently laid on the Table, 
[No. 151 of the present Session. | 


Captain DONELAN : Is not this man 
the son of a well-known land agent in 
Ireland? 


Mr. MACVEAGH : How many daysin 
the week does he give to his work! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: His entire time. 
Mr. MACVEAGH: He resides at a 


seaside resort, to which he goes every 
Friday, remaining until Tuesday. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Roman Catholic Bishops and the Land 
Bill—Maynooth lution. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, Co., N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lon 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the resolution 
passed by the Roman Catholic Bishops of 
Ireland, at Maynooth, on the 25th inst. 
on the subject of the Land Bill, declaring 
that the grazing lands of the country 
should be made available on fair terms 
for the icultural population that is 
now fo to emigrate. And, whether, 
in view of this pronouncement, the 
Government will introduce such pte 
visions in the Land Bill as may tend to 
carry out these views. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. I have 
seen a Report of the Resolution. In reply 
to the second paragraph, I would 
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the hon. Member’s attention to Clause 3, 
Clause 4 (1) (b) and (c) ii, iii, Clause 6 
(1), Glause 11 (1), and specially to the 
first-mentioned Clause. They set up 
£1,000,000 as a rolling fund, outside the 
congested districts for most of the 


pu advocated by this important 
assembly. I doubt whether it would be 
alvisable for the State to undertake 
similar work for those in comparatively 
easy circumstances until further progress 
has been made in the problem of remedy- 
ing the defects of uneconomic holdings. 


Irish Police as Shorthand Writers. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the proceedings at French Park 
o the 25th inst., when the hon. 
Member for North Longford was tried 
before two resident magistrates on a 
charge of inciting to conspiracy; is he 
aware that the magistrates, in dismissing 
the prosecution, commented on the 
inaccuracies of the shorthand notes of 
Constable McDonagh; and, will he 
state how many persons have been con- 
vieted on evidence furnished by 
police note-takers since the re-introduc- 
tion of the Criminal Law and Procedure 
Act into Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that on 
qross-examination some inaccuracies 
were detected in the shorthand writer’s 
notes. In allthe other cases where police 
note-takers were examined, they were 
either cross-examined or were presented 
for cross-examination. In these cases 
no inaccuracies were, I believe, detected 
in the notes, and in few if any cases was 
evidence given to contradict them. I 
am unable to state in which cases the 
evidence of the shorthand writers was 
the only incriminatory evidence given. 


Mr. FLYNN: Are any precautions 
taken to ensure the competence of the 
men employed on duties of this kind? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 
Limerick Police and the Mechanics’ 
Institute. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that flags 
draped in mourning, and suspended 








from the Mechanics’ Institute, Limerick, 
asa mark of respect for the memory of 
a deceased member of the Institute, 
were, on Wednesday, 25th June, seized 
by the police and carried off to their 
barracks at William Street ; can he state 
upon whose authority the police acted, 
and for what reasons were these flags 
taken from the windows of the Institute ; 
will he state whether they were returned, 
and, if so, for what reason ; and whether, 
having regard to the condition of the 
city of Limerick, he will take steps to 
prevent a repetition of such action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The two black 
flags were removed by the police early 
on the morning of Thursday the 26th 
June under a misapprehension, which is 
much regretted, of the object with which 
they had been displayed. The police at 
once returned the flags when informed 
they were emblems of mourning. 


Mr. JOYCE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take steps to prevent a 
repetition of such conduct on the part 
of the police ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think any 
are necessary. Their action in this case 
is deeply regretted. 


Mr. JOYCE: The flags were draped 
and not black. 


Abbeyfeale Prosecutions. 


Mr.O’SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick Co., 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the supervisor, Inland 
Revenue, Tralee, and his assistant took 
rent receipts from David Sheehan and 
Denis Murphy, both tenants of William 
Cahill, the Crown witness in the recent 

rosecutions under the Criminal Law 

rocedure (Ireland) Act at Abbeyfeale ; 
and, seeing that these receipts were 
taken up with a view to prosecuting Mr. 
Cahill for defrauding the Revenue by 
using cancelled postage stamps on these 
receipts, can he explain why such prose- 
cution was not proceeded with, and why 
Sheehan and Murphy’s son were the 
only two persons on Cahill’s estate who 
were subsequently prosecuted for alleged 
illegal assembly and intimidation of Mr. 
Cahill at Mount Collins. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board of 
Inland Revenue stayed the proceedings 
instituted by it against Cahill upon 
payment by him of a penalty of £5. 
That Board had no knowledge of the 

rosecution directed against Sheehan and 

urphy under the Crimes Act; con- 
sequently, the Board’s action was in no 
way influenced by the latter proceedings. 
Sheehan and Murphy were the only two 
tenants who took part in the unlawful 
assembly ; hence no other tenants from 
that estate were or could be prosecuted 
for the offence. 


Limerick Post Office. 

Mr: JOYCE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he can 
say when the result of the inquiry now 
being held at Limerick Post Office will 
be made known; and whether the 
postmistress at Rutland Street branch 
office, Limerick, has yet got a residence 
in the locality. 


THz FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER - 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General expects to receive the 
Report in the course of a few days. 
The sub-postmistress of the Rutland 
Street Office, Limerick, has secured 
suitable premises and will probably be 
installed today. 


Education Bill. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): May I ask whether, for the 
convenience of Members following the 
Education Bill, the First Lord of the 
Treasury will have it printed each day 
as amended in Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No doubt it 
is convenient, and in accordance with 
practice, that from time to time the Bill 
should be reprinted as amended in Com- 
mittee. But to do so each day would, 
I think, be rather going beyond the 
practice. I will take care, however, to 
see that the Bill is reprinted at con- 
venient intervals. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): What is wanted is that the 
first and second Clauses should be re- 
printed as far as amended at the head 
of the Amendment Paper. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That would 
be easy, andit might be convenient: 
but, as we slowly make progress with 
the measure, a good deal would have to. 
be reprinted, and I would rather not 
lay that down as a principle. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Is it understood that both 
sittings tomorrow and on Wednesday 
are to be devoted to the Education Bill } 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is my in- 
tention at present ; but if it is necessary 
to make a change, I hope the House- 
will permit me, with, of course, full 
notice, to adopt the evening sitting for 
some other purpose. 


Motor Car Regulations. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, with a view to providing for 
the identification of motor cars contra- 
vening the law, or causing damage or 
accidents, he will give facilities for the 
Bill introduced by the hon. Member for 
the New Forest Division of Hampshire. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Though the 
subject of the Bill is one of considerable 
interest, it is quite impossible at present, 
and at this stage of the session, that I 
should find Government time for it. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have to ask as to the business for 
this week, and what Estimates will be 
taken on Thursday. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.): 
May I ask whether Irish Supply will be 
taken, or whether it will be held over 
until the autumn session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: With regard 
tothe Question last put to me, I have 
been making such inquiries as are 
within my power, and I find that next. 
Thursday will be an inconvenient day 
for the majority of Irish Members to 
attend. The Irish Estimates will, there- 


fore, be deferred. It will be convenient 
to take the Foreign Office Vote at the 
morning sitting, and the Board of ‘{rade 
Vote at the nine o'clock sitting. The rest 
of the week will be given to the Education 
Bill. Perhaps the right hon. Gentle- 


man opposite will allow me to leave 
Friday a little undecided at present. 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 2— 


Bee) Me. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs): Will it be in order 
tomove the Amendment standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for the Stret- 
ford Division of Lancashire in his 
absence ? 


*Tuz CHAIRMAN: Yes. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said he would do so. The 
Amendment proposed that the local 
elucation authority might supply or aid 
education, other than elementary, with 
the funds placed at their disposal— 

“Provided that no amount shall be charged 
m the rates, unless a sum has been con- 
tributed by the Commissioners of His Majesty’s 
Treasury,” 
ad that the amount raised out of the 
mies should not exceed a rate of 2d. 
in the pound. What he wanted to 
weure was that there should be some 

ment by which secondary educa- 
tion obtained definite assistance from the 
Imperial Exchequer at the same time 
that that was aided from the rates. 
When last the point was under diseus- 
ton he ventured to propose that Im- 
prial aid should come after the 2d. 
rate had been levied by the local author- 
ities. When they had expended their 
on funds to that extent, then it might 
be  ariagy that they had discharged 
their duty to the children of the locality, 
ad they might fairly call upon the Im- 
perial Exchequer to give some assistance 
towards education other than elementary. 
The Amendment, as the 
vould see, left the question open ; it did 
lot suggest what sum was to be con- 
tibuted by the Treasury, but it laid it 
down clearly that there should be some 
ial contribution. That was probably 
most convenient way of raising the 
question, and he was told it was the only 
patible way of doing so. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 23, after the word ‘that,’ 
to insert the words ‘no amount shall be 
charged on the rates unless a sum has been 
contributed by the Commissioners of His 
Majesty's Treasury, and that.’”—(Mr. Corrie 
Grant.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THz COM- 
MITTEEor COUNCIL onNEDUCATION 
(Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge University) 
said that the Amendment was a very in- 
genious one. It was intended to pledge 
the Government to give an aid grant in 
respect of secondary education. That 
was contrary to the manner in which the 
assistance given by the Imperial Ex- 
chequer to education was usually dis- 
pensed. In the case of elementary schools 
no grant was given in aid of rates except 
under the Act of 1897 for the relief of 
poor School Board districts. If that Act 
was repealed no grant would be given 
from the Imperial a in aid of ele- 
mentary education ; and no grant had been 
Sige in respect of secondary education. 

e vas aware that the case of Wales was 
different, but it should be remembered 
that very large assistance was given to 
secondary education on the same principle 
and in the same manner as assistance was 
given to elementary and technical educa- 
tion—namely, by grants to schools out of 
the Exchequer in proportion to the scholars 
they teach and the subjects taught. Com- 
plaint was made in some quarters that 
the grants already made for education 
were too large. Speaking on _ be- 
half of the Board of Education he must 
say that the aid granted already for 
secondary education did not err on the 
side of illiberality; they were very 
liberal, but then a good deal of useful 
education was promoted. Still, if any- 
thing, the adn.inistration of the fund 
was too lax rather than too severe. On 
the grounds that the Amendment estab- 
lished an entirely new principle in the 
case of England, and that the aid already 
given to secondary education was 
sufficient, the Government asked the 
Committee to reject the Amendment. 


(2.45.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES 
(Swansea, District) said he aid not like 
the exact form of the Amendment, 
because it simply provided that some 
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sum might be contributed by the 
Imperial Exchequer for the purposes of 
elementary education. If the words 
were left thus, it was obvious that the 
grant of a small and insignificant 
amount—say of £100—might be said to 
satisfy the conditions laid down by the 
Amendment. Again there was no 
limit as to the amount which the 
Treasury might insist on being expended 
out of local junds before making a grant 
from Imperial sources. He thought it 
would be better, therefore, to amend the 
Amendment by leaving out the word 
“a” after “ unless,” and substituting 
for it the words ‘‘an equal.” It would 
then read “no amount shall be charged 
on the rates unless an equal sum has 
been contributed, etc.’ He thought 
that would be a fair solution of the 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
had referred to the Welsh precedent as 
something entirely exceptional. So it 
at present, but inasmuch as the Welsh 
precedent had been entirely successful, 
and had resulted in the creation of a 
system of secondary or intermediate 
education equal to that which existed in 


any other part of the United Kingdom, 
and equal also to that which existed in 
France and Germany, surely it ought 
not to be urged as an argument against 


the Amendment. He did not wish to 
lengthen the debate by going into the 
general question. They all appeared to 
be agreed that the object should be to 
create a system of higher education in 
England such as that which existed in 
Wales, and toa certain extent in Scotland. 
That would not be attained unless the 
principle of his Amendment was 
accepted, or unless they were going to 
sweep all existing endowments for 
secondary education purposes into the 
net of the Education Department. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, 


“To leave out the word ‘a,’ and insert the 
words ‘an equal.’”—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Sin EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- | 


shire, S.) said he had intended to move a 
somewhat similar Amendment. But he 


Mr Brynmor Jones. 
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rose mainly to protest against the state- 
ment of the Vice President of the Council 
with regard to Welsh Technical Educa- 
tion. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
debate must be confined to the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: With the 
permission of the House, I will accept 
the Amendment. 


Str JOHN GORST said that before 
it was {accepted he would like to point 
out that the principle of equal grant was 
going a great deal further than the Welsh 
Act. It would notjonly embrace the 
intermediate schools and similar institu- 
tions, but also the evening schools, which 
were already largely subsidised by the 
Exchequer, to almost three-quarters of 


| the then cost. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then that is 
more than equivalent. 


Str JOHN GORST added that it 
would also apply to higher grade schools 
and training colleges, and would involve 
an enormous drain on the Treasury. 
The effect of it would be to cripple the 
new authority, for they could not levy 
any rate for the purposes of secondary 
education until they were met by an 
equivalent sum which might or might 
not be provided by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in years to come. 
It was suggested that local authorities 
would not be anxious to levy new rates, 
but what greater encouragement could. 
there be for them to abstain from doing 
so than the excuse that no Treasury 
contribution was forthcoming. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
sorry the right hon. Gentleman had ne. 
allowed them to amend the Amendment 
as proposed, because then they could 
have discussed the complete Amendment. 
Would he agree, for the mere purposes 
of debate, to the insertion of the words. 


Str JOHN GORST: I do not object. 
to that at all. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Question proposed ‘‘That those words, | education, in resisting this Amendment. 
as amended, be there inserted.” There were many places in England 
where schools would be required for 

Sm EDWARD STRACHEY said he| secondary education, which would ex- 
desired to protest against the suggestion | haust the whole of the 2d. rate per- 
involved in the Vice President’s state-| mitted by the Bill as it now stood, and 
ment that the unfortunate agricultural | those places might have many other 
ratepayer in England should be deprived | educational projects for which they 
of assistance which was given to his| might desire to rate themselves. Natur- 
fdlow ratepayer in Wales. He never | ally they would enter into those projects 
heard a more extraordinary assertion | with greater heartiness if they were 
made by any Minister of the Crown than | assured of a contribution from the 
that the Government were willing to| Treasury. The right hon. Gentleman 

the unfortunate agricultural rate- | should remember that in England at the 
payer at a disadvantage in regard to/| present time secondary education had 
technical education as compared with his | actually been starved, and if he threw 
fellow ratepayer in Wales. It was sug-| upon the ratepayers the levying of the 
ted that it would be a serious matter | rate allowed by this {Bill up to the hilt, 
to call upon the Exchequer to give the they would give pause before they em- 

English ratepayer a grant equivalent to| barked upon such a project. This 
that received by the Welsh, but was it| Amendment would encourage them, for 
not also a serious matter for the rate-| if the Government would contribute a 
payers themselves. He believed that if} sum equal to a rate levied localy 
the point were conceded, it would be an | they would then be found willing to 
inducement to local authorities to rate | throw into the development of education 
themselves for secondary education, for |an amount of zeal which would have a 
they would appreciate the fact that for | great effect upon the country. 
evety penny of their own money they | 


spent they would get an equal sum from | Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
the Exchequer. 'N.) said he felt that this was an im- 
_, | portant Amendment, and he was bound 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said/to say that he warmly supported it. 
the Amendment raised a serious question | The broad principle of the Amendment 
—namely, the competition of the private was embodied in the recommendations 
adventure schools. By the scheme of the of the Royal Commission. He quite 
Amendment,§ schools would be started, | understood that the First Lord of the 
many of which would be in competition | Treasury, on the Second Reading of the 
with existing efficient secondary schools. | Bill, agreed to the principle, but said that 
That meant that sooner or later those | the occasion had not arisen, because the 
shools would be done away with, and it | whole question of local taxation had to 
also meant an enormously increased ex-| be reviewed. The end of the South 
pense, which was not wanted in any way, | African war was the proper time to do 
for secondary education. There would this. Our industries, and the manhood 
be every inducement for local authorities | and womanhood of this country, were 
to rate themselves in order to get the | suffering from this lack of education, 
Imperial Grant, and the ultimate result | and this country was becoming more or 
would be that a great number of highly | less a by-word, not only among the 
efiicient, well-conducted secondary schools great nations of the world, but also in 
now carried on by private enterprise, | our Colonies. Asa rule we dealt with 
would practically be killed, and the | matters when they became urgent. Ina 
whole cost of education would be thrown | matter of this kind England could not 
om the public purse. To that he strongly | afford to continue living on her reputation. 
objected. Our industries had been supported by 
cheap labour, and by taking women into 
*(3.30.) Str WILLIAM MATHER | industries they had been robbing, the- 
(Lancashire, Rossendale) said he did not | nursery of the services of these women. 
think the right hon. Gentleman had | Efficiency could not be established without 
been well advised, in the interests of | secondary education, and therefore he- 
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felt that this was a question of national 
‘importance, and worthy of national 
recognition by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Surely the Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer could spare a sum equal 
cto one week’s cost of the war in South 
Africa, which would’ ke an excellent 
“investment, for there would be no 
scandals connected with it. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford), 
-as the representative of a rural district, 
said that what agricultural Members 
wanted te do to-day was to save the 
Government from themselves. The 
Government posed as friends of the 
agricultural interest because the Chan- 
-cellor of the Exchequer had reduced the 
duty on offals. He wished to know what 
was the use of putting half-a-crown in a 
man’s pocket with one hand and taking 
five shillings out with the other. Upon 


this question the drum ecclesiastic had 
already been beaten somewhat vigorously 
in the division he represented, and if 
the Bill fell through he anticipated that 
he should have a bad half-hour with 
his clerical friends. They wished the 


-~Government to treat them with fairness 
_and justice, and not put upon them 
heavier burdens. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland)said that this concession financially 
-did not amount to much. This proposal 
would give to secondary education a 
really large increase of money for the 
national exchequer. The changes 
hitherto made by this Clause had 
practically resulted in no serious increase 
to the resources of the local authorities. 
At first sight it looked as if the proposal 
would result in a limitation of the rate, but 
they were compelled to look at it from a 
different point of view and consider that 
almost any Government would be forced to 
accept the local standard of the necessity for 
secondary education. Therefore this was 
a compulsory equivalent grant, and it 
would so work out in a very short time. 
This was one of the biggest questions 
they could discuss, and he could not help 
feeling that, to some extent, the House 
had lost sight of the bigness of the 
question which it was discussing at the 
present time. He represented a great 
northern industrial district. Some time 
the Duke of Devonshire was rote 
about this Bill in the autumn, and he sai 


Mr. Middlemore. 
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that what he wanted was to get the 
popular wind into the sails of the Govern. 
ment in order to drive the education 
ship forward. The Government had not 
tried to get the education wind into their 
sails. e real feeling was not on the 
question of elementary education, but the 
crying need all over the great commercial 
districts was for secondary and com- 
mercial education. If the Government 
would really a , not to the ultra 
economists, as they were now appeali 
but to that part of the population whic 
felt intensely the necessity for secondary 
and commercial education, he was sure 
they would get that wind into their sails 
which the Duke of Devonshire had asked 
for. He thought some of them were 
justified in going back to the fundamental 
reasons as to why we wanted more 
money spent upon secondary education, 
and as to why this Bill was brought in 
at all. It had been brought in because 
of the danger which was threatening the 
industrial supremacy of this country. It 
did not matter what part of education was 
looked at, the extent of the backwardness 
of this country could be shown in various 
directions. He would like to read some 
statistics just to remind the Com- 
mittee of the position we were in as 
compared with other countries. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
will be rather trespassing on the indul- 
gence of the Committee if he enters 
upon that comparison. This Amend- 
ment raises a very limited subject, and 
the hon. Member cannot raise the whole 
question of secondary education upon 
it. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said it seemed to 
him that the Committee had rather lost 
sight of the larger side of the question. 
They werenot satisfied with simply getting — 
an extra £10,000 or £20,000 out of the 
Government by the compulsory applica- 
tion of the whisky money to secondary 
education, for they were looking forward 
to something enormously bigger than 
that. He thought he was right in” 
saying that in nearly all the States of 
America, or at any rate in thirty of them; 
they had got their resources for 
kinds of education provided, and about 
one-sixteenth of the revenue of the land 
of the different States was set apart for 
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educational purposes. They knew the ex- 
tent to which Germany was ready to give, 
from national and also local resources, to 
secondary as well as primary education. 
What he wished to enforce was that they 
wanted a big way of dealing with this 
question, and the only big way of deal- 
ing with it was to give to localities prac- 
tically unlimited powers of enterprise, 
and to back up that enterprise by en- 
couraging them from national resources. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) said he agreed with the Chairman 
that the question they were discussing 
was an extremely limited one, but 
sill it involved the very important 
principle whether an object which was 
admittedly a national object ought to be 
paid for entirely out of the rates, or 
whether the State should contribute a 
portion of the expenditure. He was 
greatly surprised at the opposition of 
the Government to this demand. It 
appeared to him reasonable and proper 
in itself, and he had not yet heard from 
the Government a reason for the dis- 
tinction they drew between secondary 
sxhools on the one hand, and elementary 
whools on the other. Why was that 
distinction made in the Bill? Secondary 
education was admittedly for a national 
object, and therefore primd facie it ought 
to be met, partially at all events, out of 
tational funds. He had never yet heard 
the reason why the Government with- 
held in the case of secondary schools 
the concession which they had made in 
the case of elementary, schools, viz :— 
wsistance from national funds. Under 
the Bill secondary schools were to be 
wid for entirely out of the rates. It 
night have been said that originally 
2 was entirely voluntary with 

tgard to the provision of secondary 
tducation, but that could not be main- 
ined any longer. He defied anybody 
loargue, and still less to prove, that the 
fovisions for secondary education in the 
ull at the present moment were not 
emeelly compulsory, but whether any 
Member might differ from him on 

iat point or not, it was absolutely 
trtain that the whisky money under that 
walle could not be used for anything 
He wished to hear what was the 
und upon which the Government 
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refused to acceptthe extremely reason- 
able Amendment now before the Com- 
mittee, and what were the grounds on 
which they made, what appeared to him, 
the most arbitrary distinction between 
the two kinds of education. He had not 
the least desire to see the Bill wrecked. 
There was nothing he should regret 
more than that. If his right hon. friend 
would listen to the appeals made from 
both sides of the House, and provide in 
this Bill, in the case of secondary education, 
as ithaddone already in the caseof element- 
ary education, a fair contribution from 
national funds, he believed as far as this 
House was concerned at all events, all, or 
the greater part, of the difficulties would 
disappear. His right hon. friend would 
enormously facilitate the passing of the 
Bill if he would make the just concession 
now asked. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This has been 
a very interesting debate, and a good 
many noteworthy points have been de- 
veloped in the course of it. My right 
hon. friend who has just sat down, and 
my hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for the Chelmsford Division implored the 
Government to accept the Amendment be- 
cause it would relieve the local ratepayers, 
The hon. Member for the Elland Division 
implored the Government to accept the 
Amendment because it would greatly in- 
crease the amount spent on secondary 
education. Well, both of these arguments 
cannot be true. I would venture to point 
out to the House that we really are not 
arguing the Amendment on the Paper at 
all, but some ideal Amendment which hon. 
Members would like to see substituted for 
it. The hon. Member for the Elland Divi- 
sion, and my right hon, friend the Member 
for theSleaford Division,regard the Amend- 
ment as a means of exacting money from 
the Treasury, and if it is so, the Amend- 
ment would be out of order, as. it would 
be little better than’a device to evade 
one of the best known and best under- 
stood of the Standing Orders of the 





House, and in the upholding of that 
Order I should say that all economists 
would be glad to support the Govern- 
ment. It has been argued that this 
Amendment makes it mandatory on the 
Treasury to spend money on secondary edu- 
cation, and a comparison is drawn between 
this Amendment and a provision in the 
Welsh Education Act. They are entirely 
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different, and not only different, but| Sim JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
entirely opposed. The provision of the Accrington) said he looked upon thi 
Welsh Education Act says to the locality : | Amendment with a certain amount of 
“You spend money up to a halfpenny, | suspicion. It said that— 

and the Government will also spend money | « Njo amount shall be charged on the rates 
up to a halfpenny.” That is no doubt | unless a sum has been contributed by the 
a very good way of promoting local ex- | Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury.” 
penditure on education—local enterprise That he understood to mean that the 
for the promotion of secondary schools. | eounties and county boroughs would be 
But what is this Amendment? It says) deprived of their rating powers if the 
that the localities shall not spend any- | Government decided to give them a grant, 
thing out of the rates until the Govern-| Under these circumstances he hoped 
ment have contributed something. This| his hon. friend would withdraw the 


is actually brought before the House by | 


a gentleman who speaks in the name of 
education as if it were a great educa- | 
tional Amendment. It does everything | 
that an Amendment ought not todo. It 
puts it absolutely in the power of the 
Government of the day to stop every- 
thing being done by any locality in 
education, and it centralises the whole 
system of education. If you put the 
whole responsibility on the central | 
Government of starting their contribu- | 
tions, they, of course, will take care that 
education is controlled in all respects 


according to their views and wishes. 
That is precisely a situation I do not 
wish to see adopted; and as an educa- 
tionist, I say, with all the conviction of 
which I am master, that nothing can be 


worse, in the present indeterminate 
condition of the problem of secondary 
education, than to throw the whole | 
determination of that problem into the 
hands of the central authority. I do 
earnestly trust that the House will not 
accept the Amendment, which, if accepted 
in this form, would be ruinous to educa- 
tion. May I remind the House that 
when I am pressed to ask my right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for a still further contribution in regard 
to this Bill, he has already made very 
large and liberal contributions to these 
various authorities for educational pur- 
poses, and let me add simply,in conclusion, 
that to say that nothing is given from 
central State sources to secondary edu- 
cation is a complete and thorough illu- 
sion. The whole of the whisky money 
is a contribution from central sources, 
and in addition there are science and art 
grants to secondary schools at the present 
moment to the amount, I think, of half- 








a-million of money a year. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Amendment. 


(3.27.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said this 
was rather an awkward Amendment. 
Undoubtedly the effect of it, if carried, 
would be exactly what they wantedit tobe. 
It would force the Government to face the 
question of the equivalent grant. The 
First Lord of the Treasury could cure 
the situation now if he would do what 
he had been asked to do, and that was, 
take a money resolution with respect to 
which hon. Members could move 
readjustments without  transgressing 
the rules of order. Non - official 
Members wanted to raise the question 
of the equivalent grant, and the only 
way they could do it was by forcing the 
Government to face it. It was really 
not such a serious matter as the Vice 
President of the Council seemed to 
assume. The right hon. Gentleman 
said they must remember that all the 
schools affected by the  Cockerton 
judgment had been thrown on the 
rates under this Clause, and then he 
proceeded to answer his own argument 
by saying that three-fourths of that 
expenditure fell now on the Treasury. 
As a matter of fact it was more than 
three-fourths, and so far from the 
present proposal imposing an additional 
burden on the Imperial Exchequer it 
would give it relief. The Cockerton 
judgment was all in favour of the 
equivalent grant, and not against it. The 
question was, were they really going to get 
a good system of secondary education built 
up in this country unless the Treasury was 

repared to do its duty by those schools! 
The question of rg was at the root 
of the whole matter. The rates in towns 
were running up to 7s., 8s, and 10s. 
£1. They could not expect a place 
was rated 7s. in the £1 to raise a rate for 
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secondary education. The only way to| towns, which could take care of them- 
induce them to do it was by getting this | selves, but which would stimulate it in 
contribution from the Treasury. When /the rural districts; and if this Bill 
a church or a chapel wanted to raise | passed in its present form that would 


money, invariably one man came forward | 
ive £5000, or what- | 
, if the rest of the | 


and said he would 
ever the sum might 
members would raise an equal sum. 
ft was the theological precedent they 


not be secured. The farmers in England 
were struggling very hard to make both 
ends meet, and they would not put 2d. 
or 3d. on to the rates to educate—not 


Y | their sons, but the sons of artisans and 
wanted ; the Treasury ought to say “if | 


their labourers. If we only stimulated 





you give a penny, we will give a penny,” | secondary education in the rural districts 
and then education would prosper. | we should beat Germany, because higher 
They ought to appeal to all the weak-| oducation was very backward in the 
nesses of human nature, and enlist them | yp4) districts of Prussia. Secondary 
in favour of education. The secondary | education in the rural districts would do 
schools which — be as mised —_ "| more to solve the'problem of agricultural 
this Clause wou yg oo 8 Sey distress than anything else. A _ per 


Be to pat wa. sd lg yo capita grant was not sufficient for the 


: Tha rural districts. The way to help the 
ad sen cccken ooh a igen rural districts was not to make a grant 
which they should get pupils whose |‘ Tespect of every child who attended 
parents could not afford to send their | the classes, but to make a grant in 
thildren to venture schools, What was P?oportion to the sacrifice the parents 
happening in Wales? They had eighty Were prepared to make. There were 
secondary schools, which was propor- | YoUng ladies’ schools which went 
tionally ‘better, according to population, | t? the County Council and asked 
than in Germany. Take Baden, which | for a grant of £40 or £50, but the in- 
had about the same population as Wales | struction they gave to their pupils was 
There were only sixty-eight secondary | not secondary education. In Merioneth- 
shools. This was largely done with the | shire there was a greater proportion of 
quivalent grant and the whisky | children receiving secondary education, 
money, and in those schools five out | according to population, than in Prussia, 
a every seven pupils came from the | and, with the exception of one mining 
primary schools. There was nothing of district they were all In the rural 
that kind in England. If the same/ districts. He besought the Govern- 
suecess obtained in England in regard | ment to transform this Bill, and the 
to secondary education as in Wales| Chancellor of the Exchequer to make 
there would be 120,000 pupils in the | 2m equivalent grant, so as to induce the 
public schools, nearly 100,000 of whom | people of England to build up a fine 


would have come from the primary | System of secondary education. 


«hools.) How much would that do for| 

acountry like this, which was in the) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
throes of a great commercial crisis? He/| shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he entirely 
fully admitted that they were taking the | agreed with the last speaker. This was 


oly course open to them to force the 
Government to give an equivalent grant 
for secondary education. The rating 
system was at the root of the whole 
difficulty. If a part of the burden were 
transferred to the Imperial Exchequer 
something might be done for secondary 
‘tducationin England. An hon. Member 
had advocated the principle of a per 
capita grant, but that was not the 
system in Wales. What was wanted was 
system which would not merely 
dtimulate secondary education in the 





not so much an educational as a rating 
question. In his judgment the effect 
of this Bill in creating the County 
Councils, and the County Borough 
Councils, the educational authority 
would be to starve elementary educa- 
tion; and he was also convinced that 
if this Clause was carried in its present 
form it would inevitably starve secondary 
education. He had been a Member for 
fifteen years of an educational com- 
mittee of a County Council, and he 
was quite convinced that a twopenny 
rate was quite inadequate. He had 
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heard Members of the County Council | 


ask, time after time, when precepts 
were presented, whether they had not 
the power to refuse to pay them. 
Rates in his district had gone up from 
4s. 4d. to 7s. in the £1, and a similar 
increase had taken place under all local 
authorities, and how could they expect 
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Mr. HUMPHREYS - OWEN (Mont- 
_gomeryshire) said that he would sup. 
port the Amendment. He thought the 
Government would expedite the debate 
if;they would accept the course recom- 
mended by educationists on both sides 
of the House. He had been strongly 
impressed by the argument of the hon, 
Member for North Islington as to the 


Borough Councils and County Councils 
to superimpose on their ordinary 
burdens, which were already heavy | 





difficulty about the competition between 
State and private schools. He, how- 


enough, more than 2d. for secondary ever, believed that the County Councils 


education? He quite agreed with what | would recognise the service which had 
had fallen from the Leader of the House, | been done by the better class of private 
that if this Amendment were carried | secondary schools. For these reasons 
it would, in some measure, arrest the | he hoped the Government would assent 
progress of secondary education. At | to the Amendment. 

the same time, would it not be possible) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
for the Government to give a contribu- 'said the position was that under the 
poe Nao ~ eg a eaten | _ as stood gs: ert as —— 
absolute necessity in ‘face of what was | ati scopes scliiey "as sacha 
being done in this direction in other | equcation must come from the rates, and 
countries 4 the same applied also to the branches 
transferred from the primary to the 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said that | Secondary bodies under the Bill. The 


it was admitted that this Amendment | PToposition in this Clause was one which 
raised the question under the considera- | COwld not be justified in principle. He 


tion of the Committee in a somewhat | Would not go back to the fact that it was 
inconvenient form. Of course his hon. | Contrary to the report of the Royal 
friend was bound to take an early | Commission. What he wished to point 


opportunity of urging the duty of the Ut was that there was that neutrality 
National Treasury to make a contri-| to the disadvantage of the ratepayers 


bution towards secondary education. 
A large contribution had already been 
promised, which was to be devoted 
exclusively to elementary education. 
The case of Wales, so ably put by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon, em- 
phasised what was true, that if they 
wished to induce the local authorities to 
assist secondary education there was 


no better way of doing it than by giving | 


them a grant from the Imperial] Treasury. 
Although the State already made a con- 
siderable contribution towards technical 
instruction in the form of the liquor 
money, yet, considering the amount of 
funds available for elementary schools, 
the Government could not deny that 
very strong arguments had been put 
forward in behalf of a larger contri- 
bution from the Central Treasury for 
secondary education. He doubted, 
however, whether his hon. friend would 
gain anything by pressing his Amend- 
ment to a division. 
Mr. George Whiteley. 


as matters stood, and this Clause would 
increase that inequality. Of course he 
was assuming that this Clause would 
not be a dead letter. Take as an illustra- 
tion the case of the undenominational 
teachers’ college. How could that be 
said to be a local service of which the 
local ratepayers ought to bear the burden? 
If they wanted undenominational colleges 





they must provide the funds from some 
| other source, and they could not expect 
‘the rates to bear the whole of the 
| burden. The result of all this would be 
that they would not get these teachers’ 
colleges at all. His object as regarded 
this Amendment was not to discourage 
education, either secondary or technical, 
but to encourage it. Under the Bill, as 
it stood, without some provision that 


such a national service, this proposition 
would be a dead letter as regarded this 
Clause, for they would not have im- 
proved technical or enforced second- 








the Imperial Exchequer would provide 


ary education, and they would not 
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have these teachers’ colleges. He sup-|had no particular interest in this 

rted this Amendment, not on the| Amendment, and in _ supporting it 
ground that he objected to the rates they were really penalising themselves, 
being used at all, but he objected tothere | but the Welsh people would have to pay 
not being a proper contribution from the | their share while they would not receive 


Education 


Imperial funds, and to secure that he | 
thought the rates ought to be used to a} 
limited extent. That was the view of | 
the Royal Commission. When they | 
were dealing with a national service, a | 
proper account for the national expendi- | 
ture should be provided by the National | 
Exchequer, and that was a proper 
principle to adopt. He would not refer 
to the Welsh Intermediate Act, but that | 
wasa precedent. Everybody admitted 
that the Welsh system worked admirably | 
andeconomically, both financially and 
educationally. By this Amendment they | 
offered an inducement for aiming at a 
higher level of educational efficiency, for | 
they gave a grant just in proportion to 
thelocal effort made. It wasa perfectly | 
proper principle to adopt in order to 
bring about an educational reform, | 
which they all desired, because they could 
not expect people to pay for a national 
service out of local funds. 


an equivalent grant. Therefore the 
attitude of Welsh Members on this 
question was something more than dis- 
interested. Owing to the success of the 
system in Wales they felt that they did 
not wish to withhold for a moment longer 
the advantages of a good system of 
secondary education for the masses and 


the middle-classes in England, and they 


wanted other portions of the country 
to have the same advantage which Wales 


'enjoyed. He asked the First Lord of the 
| Treasury to give this question his serious 
consideration and to reflect that unless 
‘such an inducement be given to the 
| English counties a great many of them 


would not adopt a system of secondary 
education at all. Consequently this Bill, 
which was intended to be a great 


| Education Act, would fail in one of its 


most important aims and objects. He 
believed hon. Gentlemen opposite wished 


'to make this Measure an Education Bill 
in the real sense of the word, but the Bill 


| would fail in one of its most important 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint | 
Boroughs) said that this was the 
greatest question which could be raised | 
inconnection with this Clause, because | 
itwasa matter of ensuring the organisa- 
tion of secondary education in England | 
upon a proper basis. If the Committee 
nissed this opportunity of dealing with 
the question, a grave national mistake | 
wotld be made. Why did the Welsh | 
Committees one by one adopt the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act? Simply 
beause of the stimulus of a Treasury | 
grant. Without this stimulus, in some of | 
the poorer countiesof Wales they would | 
tot have had a system ‘of intermediate | 
tducation today. Welsh Members’! 


objects unless the Government insisted 


| upon having a system of secondary educa- 


tion properly organised in England as in 
Wales. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that if he 
thought the Amendment would effec- 
tively carry out what they desired he 
would divide the Committee upon it, but 
it was obvious that the Amendment 
would not effectively do this and with 
the permission of the Committee he 
would withdraw it. [Cries of “ No, no.” 


(3.58.) Question put. 
The Committee divided. Ayes, 137; 


Noes, 203. (Division List No. 251.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
o, Sir John 
Major George Edward 
, John Emmott 
Black, Alexander William 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
wn, George M. (Edinburgh) 
omas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
well, James 
Cameron, Robert 


Campbell, John 


Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, John A. 





Doogan, 


Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Donelan, Captain A. 
PC. 


(Armagh, S.) | Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Finch, 


— H. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher _ 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


(Inverness-sh. 
Sir Charles 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line, ) 
Grant, Corrie 

Hardie,J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Harwood, Geo: 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard,Jno.(Kent,Faversham 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, ‘Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Luadon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
eee Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
ey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bill, Charles - 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W ore’r 


ae Edw. 
Coddington, Sir William 
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M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Percy, Earl 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. 


NOES. 


Coghill, Donglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
ae Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fer; n,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Lei 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson. Francis §. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E,} 
Thomas, David Alfred(Me 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.). 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney} 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersfd 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Cripps and Sir 
Edward Strachey. 


Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm'nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, urence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel : 
Hope, J. F. (Shetfield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph j 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCeeil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnh. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Den 
Kimber, Henry 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgo¥) 
Lecky,Kt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H- 
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Lee, ArthurH (Hants. ,Fareham 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage — 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long.Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristoi,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Scirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
epreey “Themen, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. (Huntiogdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacv 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose 
Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Marray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
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Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 






*(4.12.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) said the Amendment which 
he proposed to move was to leave out the 
word “authority” in order to insert 
“council of a county.” The object of 
the Amendment was to remove the limit 
of rating for secondary education in 
County Boroughs, but would not enlarge 
upon this Amendment, for the reason 
that the hon. Baronet the Member for 
North-West Manchester, a master of the 
subject, would set forth all the reasons 
for it. 


Amendment proposed— 

“(In page 1, line 23, to leave out the word 
‘authority,’ and insert the words ‘council of 
a county.’ ”—(Mr.° James Hope.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘authority ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N. W.) said it would be 
noticed that this was not an Amendment 
like the last, which asked for contributions 
from the Imperial Exchequer ; it simply 
asked that county boroughs should have 
the right to rate themselves for the pur- 
poses of secondary education. Whatever 
arguments he could advance in justification 
of a limit being placed on other authorities, 
he could not think that those arguments 





would apply to such localities as county 
boroughs. The work of secondary educa- 
tion in county boroughs must necessarily 
assume very much larger proportions 
than it did in other localities, which 
would have large areas and large popula- 
tions to deal with, and which he would 
hope in some way or another would have 
sufficient funds for their work. It was 
evident that the county boroughs had a 








duty placed upon them by this Bill 
which they would have a great difficulty 
in fulfilling if they were kept within 
anything like the limits of the Bill. The 
county boroughs had unlimited power 
to rate for several purposes, and he did 
not know that that power had ever been 
abused. . Whatever view might be taken 
of the action of the School Boards, he did 
not think there was any danger whatever 
of the county boroughs running riot on 
the question of education. He thought 
perfect freedom should be given to the 
county boroughs in this matter of 
secondary education; they had shown 
very great enthusiasm, and many of them 
had expended large sums of money on 
technical schools, and in everything that 
was practically secondary education. The 


consequence was they were in the position 
that they had already gone to the utmost 
extent in their power of rating at the 
present moment, 


and therefore any 
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additional duties that would be placed 
upon them by the transfer of the higher 
grade schools and evening continuation 
schools, would place them in the difficult 
position that they could not carry out 
those duties without greater rating powers 
than they would have under the Bill. 
This Amendment proposed to give 
them perfect freedom in the matter. 
The Committee would be able to distin- 
guish between the authorities of large 
county boroughs and some of the others 
referred to in the Bill. The figures with 
regard to Manchester were very startling. 
If he interpreted the Bill aright, the 
proper discharge of the additional duties 
under the Bill would mean, even with the 
2d. rate, a deficiency of £17,000 or 
£20,000 a year. Assuming that the ld. 
rate for technical education was to be 
~ merged in the 2d. rate, the Council of 
Manchester, to carry out their work 
efficiently, would certainly require a 4d. 
or 5d., or even a 6d. rate. They had 
been much to the front in regard to 
technical education, and it would be a 
thousand pities if anything was done 
which deterred them in the work. They 
had the ratepayers behind them, and 
there was no danger of their doing 
anything foolish or imprudent. The 
object of the Amendment was to leave the 
county boroughs perfectly free to levy any 
rate that might be necessary for the proper 
discharge of their duties, the County 
Councils remaining under any limit the 
Committee might think proper to impose. 
It might be said that the Amendment 
should go further. That, however, was a 
matter for subsequent consideration, but 
certainly a distinction could be drawn in 
the case of county boroughs. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tue 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
WaLTeR Lone, Bristol, 8.) said the 
proposal in the Bill might be taken, as a 
whole, to meet the case of the larger 
boroughs. By it the Government recog- 
nised a difference on the part of some of 
the larger and more self-contained author- 
ities, which were better able to realise 
their own requirements, and more fre- 
quently to bring them before their own 
constituents, than was the case in the 
country districts. At the same time the 
Government recognised that a very 
general claim had been made by the 
representatives of the larger boroughs 
for greater freedom, and also that those 
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boroughs had done very excellent work, 
and, on the whole, could be thoroughly 
trusted to exercise a wise discretion as to 
the amount of rate they should levy for 
secondary education. The Government, 
in accepting the Amendment, however, 
did so with the clear understanding that 
there was a definite distinction between 
the position of county boroughs and 
other urban districts in the scheme of 
the Bill. The county boroughs were 
created the authorities for education— 
they stood by themselves, and the 
Government offered no objection to this 
extension of their powers, but to carry 
the Amendment further would enor- 
mously complicate the whole scheme. 
There was another reason for dealing 
with the county boroughs somewhat 
differently. By the present Bill the 
Technical Instruction Acts would be 
repealed, and the power to levy the 
ld. rate for technical instruction would 
disappear. The rate which the local 
authorities were able to raise under those 
Acts would be raised to the 2d. rate 
under this Bill, and that would create a 
discrepancy as between the respective 
positions of the county and the non 
county boroughs. The Government were 
therefore prepared to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
while grateful that the Government had 
gone so far, was sorry it had been 
thought necessary to impose any limit 
whatever. The ratepayers, and not the 
House of Commons, were responsible for 
the expenditure of rates. That was the 
position taken up by the Government in 
1897. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
the question of limitation of the rate had 
been discussed and decided in a previous 
Amendment ; it could not, therefore, be 
raised on the present occasion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the decision 
of the Government rendered it unneces- 
sary for him to state the results of 
inquiries he had made as to how the 
county boroughs would have fared under 
the 2d. rate, but he might say that 
places like Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, 
and Birmingham, would all have had 
deficiencies of from £5000 to £10,000 a 
year. 
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Sir JOSEPH LEESE said that some | “ We have had no application from you to 
Members could not be held as agreeing | levy a rate for secondary education, and 
to the terms of the concession if it | the Board of Education wish toknow what 
definitely excluded non-county boroughs. | your County Council is doing in the mat- 
| ter.” He was perfectly certain that unless 
some Government pressure was brought 


| to bear, there were many counties where 


(4.25.) Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, West-| Part II. of the Bill would be practically 
bury) in moving to omit all words after | Moperative in the future. They had 
“exceed” in line 25 to the end of line today a system which would establish 
26, and to insert “‘ such rate,” expressed 2 PeTmanent inequality of opportunity 
the hope that the Amendment would be i different parts of the country. He 
rad in conjunction with that of the| had taken at random three wealthy 


hon. Member for Rossendale to substitute | Counties, Lancashire, Durham, and the 
the Board of Education for the Local| West Riding of Yorkshire. The existing 
Government Board as the authority to county rate over those three counties 
fix the amount of the rate. There were, W428 4$d. Take the next three poor 
two schools of opinion with regard to | agricultural counties, Buckinghamshire, 
this Bill, one of which held the view Wiltshire, and Hertfordshire, where the 
that the County Councils would go in| Tate was Is. Ojd. as compared with 44d. 
for boundless extravagance, ‘while the in the larger counties. Unless the 
other, to which he belonged, believed “Overnment took powers under this 
the danger to be not in the extravagance, | Part of the Act to bring pressure to 
but in the apathy of the County Councils. bear on these backward counties, they 
The main danger was not that they would have no secondary education at 
would spend too much, but that they all in a great many of them. For these 
would spend too little. The effect of the Teasons he begged to move the Amend- 
Amendment would be in strict conson- |J#ent standing in his name. 
ance with the intention of the proviso— 
viz, in the direction of economy. Both | bs 
of the schools of opinion to which he Aeremeent pene 
had referred, ought to support the! “ In page 1, line 25, after the word ‘ exceed,’ 
Amendment, because it would bring the nee —s de Png x tary aoe ie 
local education authority into close touch ; . é 
with the central authority. The Leader 
of the House had expressed himself as | 
opposed to any proposal which would 
hamper the independence and liberty of 
the County Councils. His own belief | 
: ee f the sr siats ged would pial Mr. WALTER LONG thought the 
give the Vounty Councils the money to | arguments which had been used by the 
proceed with a proper policy of secondary |},o,. Member appeared to be more 
education they would have to bring some jn favour of the principle contained 
form of pressure to bear, or the country in the previous Amendment, rather 
gee 0° moondary erence 2) = (than the Amendment now under con- 
ied S170 003 ent spud, xeon (ee eee 
: cc |that the Board of Education should be 
ae. ocucation. All that came out | substituted for the Local Government 
isky money, with the exception | Board, but the Board of Education had 
a paltry £433, which was drawn from | not the means, or the staff, to hold the 
tates. His point was that the new | inquiries which were necessary to see 
tducation authorities would have a/ whether the proposed expenditure was 
way to travel before they could! reasonable or not. Then there was the 
vork up to a policy of a 2d. rate in| proposal that the county authorities 
tid of the higher education. This/ should be given unlimited discretion, 
mdment would establish a policy| subject to the control of the Local 
by which the central authority would | Government Board, which was to be 
beable to say to the County Council called upon to hold inquiries and to 


t 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 
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decide whether there should be an 
increase of expenditure or not. This 
would throw an amount of work upon 
the Local Government Board which he 
did not think the hon. Member could 
realise, and on behalf of the Government 
he was obliged to ask the Cofamittee to 
reject the proposal, which he did not 
think was in the interests of the localities 
and would not be the result which was 
desired, of having some central Depart- 
ment to push the local authorities forward 
along the path of secondary education. 


He thought some distinction ought to be 
made, and he held that inquiries by a 
Government Department were altogether 
impracticable. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
Ned orappi Cricklade) said he was per- 
ectly willing to grant that with regard 
to inquiries about rates there was a 
very strong case for trusting to the 
Local Government Beard rather than 
to the Education Board. He was in- 
clined to think that some hon. Members 
would ask why they were to bring in a 
Government Department at all to perform 
what he understood was to be the duty 
of the new Education Authority, and which 
was to be trusted as to the amount it 
was going to raise for educational purposes. 


This was quite a different matter to those. 


questions in connection with which Govern- 
ment inquiries were now held. The 
real question was whether they were to 
trust the local authorities or not. 
He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man in charge of this Bill, or the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board, 
could complain of the representatives of 
large County Councils if they rather 
protested against being treated in a 
different manner. If anything, there 
was the danger which his hon. friend 
had described, that some counties might 
be rather backward. Some counties 
might desire to be too forward, but he 
supported this Amendment upon one 
broad ground, and that was that if they 
called large bodies of this kind into 
existence they ought to have confidence 
in them. Night after night from hon. 
Members opposite they had repeatedly 
heard this ‘argument. Whether any 
particular county had acted wisely or 
not was not so very germane now, be- 
cause, up to the present time, the County 
Councils had not had any clearly defined 
duty or power conferred upon; them of 
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supplying secondary education. Where 


the County Councils did act, they did. 


so with the fear of Mr. Cockerton before 
their eyes, and, therefore, nobody could 
find fault with the Councils for having 
acted with extreme prudence in the 
matter. They had been asking for years 
that English counties should be placed 
in the same position as Wales with 
regard to secondary education, and if 
the Bill did this, he believed it would 
be found that the County Councils would 
do their duty. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said he did not think that 
his noble friend quite appreciated the 
| effect of this Amendment. because, far 
from giving them more independence 
of action, it would tie their hands. Now 
surely no friend of local government 
ought to make such a proposal. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICEsaid 
an Amendment would subsequently be 
moved striking out the reference to any 
Government Department. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said that 
even if any reference to a Government 
| Department were struck out, what would 
| be the position then? The County 
Council would be unable to levy any 
rate for the purpose of secondary edi 
cation without a Provisional Order. That 





was not a position in which the County 
‘Councils ought to be put. He had too 
| much knowledge of the feelings of the 
‘country ratepayers to fear what had been 
| said with regard to the amount they 
| would spend, but at the outset it was 
necessary not to unduly alarm the country 
ratepayers. He believed that a two- 
penny rate, or even a penny rate, would 
|meet all immediate demands. — Tt was 
obvious, if there was to be a division at 
| all, there must be some means of giving 
| elasticity to the limit. It would enable 
a County Council in an exceptional 
position, such as the West nine = 
Yorkshire, to apply to get a higher hmit 
than that laid down in the Act. H 
would suggest that when that was 

case, they need not resort to the cumbrous 
machinery of a Provisional Order. Surely 
the consent of a responsible Government 
Department, given after proper inquiry, 
ought to be a sufficient safeguard where 
a higher rate was demanded. He believed 
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it was an unprecedented thing that a 
local authority should only be able to 
raise a higher frate, when it had gone 
through all the formalities required by 
the passing of a Provisional Order through 
Parliament. There was a provision, no 
doubt, in respect of borrowing powers, 
which -was somewhat analogous to this. 
When a County Council had raised loans 
equal to one-tenth of the assessable value 
of the whole county, there was a pro- 
vision in the Local Government Act of 
1888 that the amount could only be 
increased by Provisional Order. He con- 
ceived that that was the precedent which 
the Government had followed in this 
case. There was a remarkable differ- 
ence in the two cases. The raising 
of large loans affected posterity, 
but the rates levied only affected 
the present ratepayers, and surely they 
might be trusted to a great extent to 
look after themselves. By referring 
to Clause 14 of the present Bill hon. 
Members would find that the amount 
to be raised by the Bill was not 
altogether within limits. But any- 


how it was contrary to all the principles 
of local government to say that the 


County Council should not raise the 
tate to any extent whatever without 
going to a Government Department. 


(4.50.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Gla- 


morganshire, Mid.) said the proposal’ 


prevented any County Council from rais- 
ing the rate without first of all coming to 
some Government Department. What 
his hon. friend desired was that the 
Education Department should be put 
in the Clause instead of the Local 
Government Board. The precedent 
underlying the proposal of his hon. 
friend behind him was rather an un- 
fortunate one. The application to the 
Local Government Board under the 
Local Government Act was a protection 
against our expenditure, whereas what 
his hon. friend wanted was that there 
should be no restrictions placed on 
the County Council. If anything could 
be devised to “jog along” the County 
Council he would be entirely in favour 
of it. There was a precedent for such 
a course in the Public Health Act of 
1875 which gave the Local Govern- 
ment Board power to compel local 
authorities to do certain things which 
Were in their jurisdiction. He was 
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afraid that he would not be able to 
support the Amendment. He gathered 
from what was said by the noble Lord 
that he objected to the putting of any 
fetters on the County Councils} at all, 
but the proposal made involved the 
putting of fetters on them. 


Lorpv EDMUND FITZMAURICE: A 
great part of my observations were devoted 
to answering the argument of the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
in regard to the substitution of the 
Education Department for the Local 


Government Board. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said it was 
important to bear in mind that the rate, 
whether it be 2d. or 4d. wassomeindication 
of what Parliament intended the County 
Councils to do. The inquiry which the 
Local Government Board would have to 
hold when application was made in the 
way proposed would cause delay. He 
believed the Amendment would defeat. 
the object which his hon. friend had in 


view. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he did not see 
any necessity for putting in this restric- 
tion before the Committee came to deal 
with the question of safeguarding the 
pockets of the ratepayers. He thought 
this Amendment was the beginning of a 
series of Amendments that might free the 
hands of the County Councils. It would 
only remove the first part of the restrie- 
tions and leave it open to the House, or 
the Government, to put something in the 
Bill later on which would restrict the 
County Councils from over expenditure. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES rose to 
move an Amendment with the object of 
iving local authorities greater freedom in 
» tad how far they would rate their 
districts for the purposes of secondary or 
technical education. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The only question 
now remaining is what particular figures 
are to be put in. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES asked why 
the Government had drawn the line for 
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the rate for secondary education at 2d. 
He would not t an unlimited rate, 
but thought that 4d. would be a reason- 
able rate, and accordingly he moved to 
leave out 2d. and insert 4d. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 26, to leave out the word 
‘twopence,’ and insert the word ‘fourpence.’” 
—(Mr. Brynmore Jones.) 

Question pro “That the word 
‘twopence’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
hon. Gentleman began his speech by 
asking whether it was necessary to put 
any limit to the rate, because it was 
always easy to raise it up or down without 
detriment to the interests of the people. 
The Government had fixed 2d. for the 
reasons he had given in the previous 
discussions. The existing powers of the 
County Councils were limited to Jd., 
and the Government proposed to double 
these powers. Recognising the new duties 
imposed on them the Government did not 
wish to increase their powers, because they 
quite realised that in a large number of 
rural districts there was a considerable 
suspicion of the burdens about to be laid 
upon them by this Bill; and in the 
interests of education itself, it was not 
desirable to vate that suspicion. 
These were practical reasons which would 
recommend themselves to practical 
Members of the Committee. In view of 
the concession that had been made he 
hoped the Committee would be willing to 
leave the Bill in its present shape. 


Mr. BRYCE said he could not under- 
stand why the Government felt this 
extraordinary distrust of the County 
Councils, or why they should attribute to 
the rate-payers this distrust of the County 
Councils. He gladly admitted that the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury knew probably more about 
the sentiments of rural England than he 
did, but it seemed difficult to believe that 
the ratepayers of rural England had so 
little confidence in their chosen repre- 
sentatives, and so little sense of what 
was needed in this case, as to believe that 
merely because a limit of 3d. or 4d. was 
allowed, their County Councils would 
rate up to that limit unless at the next 
election they thought that the educational 
needs of the country required it. The 
existing rate was ld. but it was for 
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technical instruction, and now that they 
were going in for secondary education 
there was greater reason to raise the limit, 
Every year the need for doing something 
for secondary education was becomi 
more recognised, and there seemed some 
reason to believe that it would penetrate 
down even to Gloucestershire. Why 
should the County Councils have to go to 
the Local Government Board, which was 
not an educational authority at all, for 
permission to exceed the limit? Would it 
not be better to trust the County Councils 
and the ratepayers themselves ? He would 
be very glad to have any concession from 
the Government, and he would suggest to 
his hon. friend, if the Government would 
—_ him, to fix the limit at 3d. instead 
of 4d. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said that the whole 
— of the right hon. Gentleman 
only confirmed the rooted suspicion 
which he held that the additional charges 
for education imposed by this Bill 
on the rates would, in the long run, 
be greater than many persons at present 
seemed to expect. He gathered this from 
experiencein the past. Mr. Forster, when 
he introduced his Education Bill, stated 
that the charge on the rates would never 
exceed 3d. in the £, whereas at the 
present day ten times 3d. in some cases 
would not equal the charge. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) said there was a very earnest desire 
amongst all sections of the community to 
get some money for secondary education 

rom the Imperial Treasury. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: That question 
does not arise on this Amendment. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he 
thought that it bore on the matter 
now under discussion. It was very 
difficult to get a Vote from the 
House in behalf of secondary educa- 
tion, and that was really at the back of 
this Amendment. He had been present 
with a deputation which waited on the 
First Lord of the Treasury, when the 
right hon. Gentleman pointed out that 
one of the features of the Bill was that 
they would get a very large advantage 
from it for the building of undenomina 
tional training colleges and pupil teachers 
centres ; but he would like the right hon. 
Gentleman to shew how all that could be 
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done on the 2d. rate. Moreover, higher 

e schools and evening continuation 
schools were necessary, and these could 
not be provided along the training 
colleges and the pupil teachers’ centres on 
the 2d. rate. Knowing the great anxiety 


there was in the country to do something 
more than at present for secondary educa- 
tion, he was sorry the First Lord did not 
seem inclined to meet the wishes of the 
people in this matter. 


* (5.15.) Mr. CHANNING (North- 
amptonshire, E.) supported the Amend- 
ment, mainly on the ground of the differ- 
ence between some administrative counties 
and others. Some were districts abso- 
lutely rural in their character; at 

nt their wants were somewhat 
limited, although he hoped that under 
the new state of things their wants 
would greatly expand, and that further 
rtunities would be afforded for pro- 

Hing in agricultural districts the 
teaching which had done so much to 
give the population in Denmark and 
France a more thorough training 
than our own people’s. He wished, 
however, to put the case of a large 
mmber of administrative counties 
which included urban districts under 
the 20,000 limit. It was obvious that 
inthose districts theeducational authority 
would now have to meet all the ex- 
pnditure of the schools affected by 
the Cockerton judgment, which would 
now be thrown on the 2d. rate. 
As he understood, under this Bill those 
whan districts would not be entitled to 
impose the penny rate concurrently with 
dis Counts Councils, so that the whole 
df the expenditure of these Cockerton 
whools and evening continuation classes 
would be thrown upon the county educa- 
timauthority. In several divisions with 
which he was acquainted the limit of 
id would be extremely narrow for pro- 
Viding for these schools withdrawn from 
the School Boards and thrown on the 
educational authority in addition to the 

secondary and technical schools 
which would have to be supplied or 
tided. In his opinion, the Amendment 
was @ reasonable one; he thought full 
responsibility should be thrown on the 
tional authority in every district. 
knew that in some counties there 
might be a tendency to withhold the rates 
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and‘ deny to the people that education 
which was given them in continental 
countries, with such advantage to the 
nation. The wants of districts such as 
he represented could not be fully met at 
the present time, and they certainly 
could not be developed in the future out 
of this limited rate. He thought the 
Amendment was a very moderate one,and 
hoped the Government would see their 
way to meet the Committee in this. 
matter. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lan- 
caster) expressed the opinion that the 
Government ought to have regard to 
the facts. In some districts a very 
much larger sum was needed than in 
others, and for those the rate now 
proposed was utterly inadequate. The 
Government had given away their own 
case by accepting the Amendment which 
rightly gave the county boroughs 
fredom in this matter. In some 
counties a very large expenditure 
was now necessary for the building 
of secondary school premises in many 
country districts. That was an entirely 
new work which would come in with the 
new duties imposed upon them. Hitherto 
the cost of erecting technical schools 
had in some places almost absorbed 
the penny rate given to technical 
education, and he thought the Govern- 
ment ought to yield at once on this 
point and allow a greater sum than 
the 2d. mentioned in the Bill. It was 
undesirable that where a County Council 
was charged with the important work of 
education, and they saw it must exceed 
the 2d. rate they should have to 
come to the Local Government Board. 
The position of these County Councils 
was intolerable when compared with that 
now conceded to the County Boroughs, 
and he urged the Government to consent 
to this 2d. being struck out and the 
larger sum of 4d. being inserted. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the Govern- 
ment had already built up a distinctive 
line between the County Boroughs and 
the County Councils. The County 
Boroughs were free to spend what they 
liked, whilst the County Councils were 
limited to a fixed sum. When educa- 
tionists came to argue this matter with 
the County Councils, the answer would 
be that they were limited to 2d., and that 
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they ought to keep their nditure a 
good deal below that limit. t would 
always be the argument of the non-educa- 
tionists, and, though the same argument 
‘would no doubt be used if the limit were 
raised to 4d., it would have a very different 
effect. He thought the County Councils 
-ought to be thoroughly free. He was unable 
to understand the distinction drawn be- 
tween the County Borough and the County 
‘Council, and he indignantly repudiated 
the suggestion that the County Council 
was not as efficient for this purpose as 
the County Borough. But, as there was 
to be a limit fixed, at all events it ought 
to be a generous one. Those who knew 
County Councils well, knew there was an 
earnest desire to carry out the provisions 
of such a Bill as this, but it was perfectly 
impossible that they could do it within 
the limits proposed. | 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Otley) said it was perfectly true that 
in the West Riding of Yorkshire they 
had not in early years spent all the money 

laced at their disposal under the Technical 
ucation Act. At that time it was well 
‘known there was a possibility that Parlia- 
ment might withdraw some of this money 
and devote it to other purposes. But 
in the year ending July next the total 
expenditure of the Technical Education 
Committee amounted to a sum of £46,000, 
of which £14,000 was the accumulated 
fund, which £14,000 would have to have 
come out of the rates. had they not 
accumulated it. Nearly a halfpenny in 
the pound was devoted to technical instruc- 
tion, and for these new duties which 
were to. be put upon the new educational 
authorities they would have that amount 
less. There were on all sides appeals 
from the Technical Instruction Committees 
for increased grants. The West Riding 
of Yorkshire had an enormous variety 
of interests which demanded treatment— 
agricultural work, which was making 
continual new demands upon the public 
purse, textile work, mechanical engineer- 
ing, coal mining, leather tanning; and, 
in the last few years, there had been a 
demand for instruction in foreign langu- 
ages and all classes of commerce. So 
that, even if these new duties had not 
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would have had to meet t demands 
for those subjects which Y en 
taught. Another point to which he drew 
attention was that in the West Ridi 
there were 116 urban districts whj 
would lose the right to levy the Id 
rate for technical nation urposes, and 
of those, thirty-nine had devoted some 
part of the loan fund to that p 

One particular urban district was placed 
in a peculiarly difficult position by this 
Bill. It possessed the finest school of 
science in the North of England, and, 
having been deprived of the 1d. rate, and 
the School Board having no power to assist 
in the future, the 2d. rate mentioned 
in the Bill would not in itself be sufficient 
to keep up the school. He urged that 
this limit of the power of rating should 
be taken off the County Councils 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he 
hoped the Government would give a 
little more elasticity in this respect, and 
would not insist upon treating all the 
Councils upon the same monotonous dead 
level, just as if the West Riding of 
Yorkshire were the same as Wiltshire and 
Gloucestershire. Let agricultural coun- 
ties, if they desired to do so, curtail their 
expenditure on secondary and technical 
education, but let the non-agricultural 
counties develop their own secondary 
and technical education in their own 
way, and to the extent they deemed to be 
necessary for all the growing needs in 
respect of which repeatedly increased 
calls were being made on education in 
this country. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford had given some 
rather pessimistic prophecies as to what 
the future of these rates would be, but 
he could assure the right hon. Gentle 
man that what had happened in elemen- 
tary education in some isolated instances 
need not necessarily happen in connection 
with secondary education, and if the 
power of rating themselves up to a point 
beyond 2d. was granted to the counties 
of England, he thought the power would 
not be exercised in an extravagant way. 


(5.33.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 233 
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Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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after “pound” in line 26, of the words 
“ provided that the Board of Education 
may authorise a higher rate to be 


fixed.” 
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Mr. GORRIE GRANT pointed out 
Amendment 
questions—first, whether the Board of 
Education should be substituted for the 
Local Government Board, and, secondly, 
whether ,the amount of the rate 
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should be fixed by Provisional Order or 
the Board. He desired to debate 
ose two points separately, and asked 
whether the Amendment could not be 
go divided. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said he had no 
«ontrol’ over the form in which the 
Amendment was moved. The Amend- 
ment could not very well be divided, 
unless the hon. Member persuaded the 
hon. Member for South Islington to 
withdraw it in its present form. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT suggested that 
the substitution of the Board of Educa- 
tion for the Local Government Board 
should be moved first, and then the 
ther point could be raised subsequently. 


*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT said that, 
while he was anxious to move the 
Amendment in the forin most acceptable 
ito the Committee, be thought he had 
better adhere to the words on the Paper, 
and then hon. Members could move to 
amend them if they thought fit. The 
Committee having decided that the 
limitation of the rate should exist, it 
was obvious that some machinery must 
ibe provided for sanctioning an excep- 
tional rate. For the purpose of providing 
technical schools or other buildings, 
either there would be great delay while 
funds were accumulating, or there must 
be some means by which a larger 
amount of money might be raised. It 
wemed strange that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should have been selected as 
the body to sanction such higher rate, 
and he confessed that, while he had every 
regard for that Department, he thought 
its intrusion in the Bill for this purpose 
was exceptional and open to objection. 
Why should there be a singular change 
from the Board of Education on this point ? 
‘The cumbersome and costly machinery of 
Provisional Orders and recourse to Par- 
lament was also an objection to the pro- 
posal, Local Authoritiesalready paid three- 
quarters of a million per annum for Parlia- 
mentary powers The Board of Education 
would be much easier of access; the 
local authorities would be brought into 
contact with the Board and its officers ; 
there would be more sympathy with the 
‘eonomic aspect of education, and greater 
knowledge of the requirements in par- 
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ticular cases. He thought, for these 
reasons, that the Board of Education 
would be more likely to sanction the 
higher rate to provide the necessary funds 
for building and similar purposes, and he 
therefore moved the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In 1, line 26, after the word ‘ pound,’ 
to insert the words ‘ provided that the Board of 
Education may authorise a higher rate to be 
fixed.””—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
as to the first point raised by the 
Amendment, viz., as to the part to be 
played by the Local Government Board, 
he did not think it would be wise to 
alter the provision of the Bill. It was 
the Local Government Board, and not 
the Board of Education, who were 
accustomed to deal with questions of 
rating; it was the former, rather than 
the latter, whose business it was to 
consider, and who had the machinery 
for acquainting themselves with the 
facts concerning the general pecuniary 
obligations and needs of the country. 
The whole ground of the restriction 
which the Committee had agreed 
to insert in the Bill was financial, 
and not educational. He was aware 
that the educationists in the House 
were opposed to that, limitation, 
but the solitary argument upor 
which he relied was that, in his judgment, 
it would array against the Bill, against 
the cause of education, and particularly 
against the progress of secondary educa- 
tion, the general population in many 
rural districts, if they had the idea that 
an unlimited rate was to be thrown upon 
them. Had he been able, and had it 
been right, to approach this matter 
purely as an educationist, thinking 
only of the abstract aspect of education, 
and not of its concrete application to 
different communities, he would not 
have imposed any limitation at all. But 
this limitation was imposed in the 
interests of education ; and because the 
considerations involved were financial, 
they ought to be dealt with by the 
Government Department connected par- 
ticularly with local finance. He, there- 
fore, deprecated any change in that 


N 





359 Education {COMMONS} Bill. * 360 


respect. If, however, the Committee | entrusted the function of coming in as an 
would take it as a compromise that the | advisory or vetoing authority ought to be 
elaborate machinery provided in the| one capable of appreciating educational, 
Bill should be given up, and the assent | no less than financial, considerations. 
of the Local Government Board simply | It appeared, however, that the plan of 
required, he thought on that basis they | the Government was directed only to 
might agree, and shorten the discussion. | financial considerations, which alone were 
to be regarded by any Government 
Mr. CRIPPS said he had an Amend-| Department in the matter. 
ment on the Paper raising a question very 
similar tofthat dealt with by the Amend-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, no. 
ment before the Committee, but his object 
would be entirely met by the preserva-| Mr. BRYCE said that was the gist of 
tion of the Local Government Board, | his argument. The right hon. Gentle. 
and the doing away of the cumbrous| man admitted that this Board did not 
machinery of Provisional Order. He) possess any educational knowledge or 
suggested that the clause should read: | Judgment, and his argument went to 
“or such higher rate as the County | show that it was to be regarded only as 
Council may fix with the consent of the|a matter of finance, and educational 
Local Government Board.” The Local | considerations were not to enter into it. 
Government Board ought not to be| It was impossible for any Government 
the rating authority; the rate should | Department to form a proper judgment 
come from the County Council, but with | — this question unless it possessed 
u 


the consent of the Local Government cational knowledge. The finances 
Board. must also be regarded, and the County 


Councils themselves would be fully alive 











Mr. BRYCE thought the words sug- ito the financial considerations which 
ted by the hon. and learned Member | ought to influence their minds. If they 


for Stretford would certainly be an| Were to be in any way controlled, 
improvement. It was much better that | checked, guided, or advised by some 
the proposal as to the rate should come | Government Department, it should be 
from the County Council, and that the ne which possessed educational know- 
Government Department, if it was to| ledge, and between the two he should 
come in at all, should come in to give | Prefer the Board of Education. If any 
consent, to administer a caution, or | plan could be devised by which the 
even, in extreme cases, to impose a | Board of Education and the Local 
veto. It would also bea, great improve- Government Board could be brought 
ment if the existing proposal as to| together for the purpose, so much the 
Provisional Orders was omitted. But better. 

he still had a difficulty in recognising 

the Local Government Board as superior) Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
to the Board of Education. The right| the suggestion made by the right hon. 
hon. Gentleman had put it as though Gentleman was one which pointed in the 
it was only a question of finance. It) other direction. He contended that. in- 
wasa question of balance between finance | asmuch as the local authority was the 
on the one hand and education on the! body which had to move in the matter, 
other. A case could be imagined in| theconsiderations which the Government 
which a county might refuse to propose | Department would have to deal with 
the rate educationally needed because} were wholly financial. The balance 
it was thought to be too high a charge | would be properly struck between the 
on the ratepayers. On the other hand, | local education authority, who would 
many cases could be imagined in which look at the matter from the educational 
people would not be willing, prima facie, | point of view, and the Local Government 
to. rate themselves, but in which they | Board, who would look at it from the 
would consent to do so if it was clear | point of view of finance. 

that a strong educational necessity ex- 
isted for it. Therefore, any Govern-| (6.5.) Mz. BRYNMOR JONES said 
ment Department to which might be|the only question under the operation 
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of this clause in its present form that 
could come before the Local Government 
Board would be the question whether, 
ifa County Council asked for permission 
to levy a higher rate, the Local Govern- 
ment Board would or would not 
assent to bringing in a Provisional Order. 
It was not simply a question of finance. 
The question whether a County Council 
ought to be allowed to levy a higher 
rate than 2d. was to be decided by 
reference to educational circumstances, 
aims, and policy. Therefore, he agreed 
with this Amendment so far as it substi- 
tuted the Board of Education for the 
Local Government Board. He thought, 
however, that there was something 
to be said in favour of the suggestion 
made by the hon. Member for Stretford. 
He should like the First Lord of the 
Treasury to tell them the exact words 
which he proposed to move. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he should 
be quite willing to accept the words sug- 
gested by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
but only as a compromise, since he pre- 
ferred the Board of Education to the 
Local Government Board as the tribunal. 
The one principle he wished to maintain 
was that the local authority, having 
full local knowledge, should fix the 
amount, subject to the sanction of the 
Local Government Board or the Educa- 
tion Department, and the only altera- 
tion required to the Amendment would 
be to leave out from “higher rate”’. at 
the end of line 26, and insert “such 
higher rate as the County Council, with 
the consent of the Local Government 
Board, may fix.” 


r LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
the best suggestion was that the Board 
of Education and the Local Government 
Board should collaborate. There was a 
precedent for this course in the bodies 
appointed to manage piers and _ har- 
bours. The Local Government Board 
had no right to inquire as to the 
eficiency of a harbour, but their in- 
= had to be in regard to the 

cial condition of the town, which 


had to be inquired into by the Local 
Government Board before enterprises of 
that kind could be embarked upon. 
The first thing which the Department 
Would have to be satisfied upon was 
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whether the scheme propounded by the 
County Council from an educational 
point of view was good and efficient, and 
would produce the best results. The 
Local Government Board had no machin- 
ery for underta<ing such inquiries, be- 
cause their inspectors were of a perfectly 
different training, as a rule, and con- 
sisted mainly of engineers qualified to 
go into such questions as drainage ; and 
to send such men to inquire into the 
educational requirements of a neighbour- 
hood would be perfectly absurd. He 
would suggest that the right hon. 
Gentleman should adopt the suggestion 
which fell from the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen— 
that they should follow the precedent set in 
the case of piers and harbours, by which 
the Board of Education could inquire 
into the matter from a purely educa- 
tional point of view, and the Local 
Government Board could enter into the 
financial question as to whether .a 
locality could bear an additional 3d. or 
4d. on the rates, having regard to the 
expenditure upon other enterprises. He 
thought it would be a very great mis- 
take to hand this question over to theLocal 
Government Board. When Parliament 
interfered with such schemes, it never 
improved them, and generally managed 
to mutilate and destroy them. Parlia- 
ment could not go into local questions 
with advantage, and to introduce Pro- 
visional Orders was mischievous. 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped the Com- 
mittee would not adopt the suggestion 
that had been made. It really amounted 
ta proposal that there should be two 
inquiries, one by the Education Depart- 
ment and one by the Local Government 
Board. This would only delay matters. 
The Local Government Board would, no 
doubt, communicate with the Board of 
Education in such applications as to the 
educational needs of a locality making 
an application, and would then decide 
upon its financial position. For years 
past the Local Government Board had 
been doing their best to induce local 
authorities to get forward with their 
work in other respects, and it was not 
likely that they would do anything to 
hinder the work of education. He 
thought the Committee would agree 
that there should be an inquiry by the 
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Local Government Board into the whole 
case, without the intervention of any 
other Department. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that if 
they were to have only one Government 
Department he should prefer to have the 
Board of Education. In the Local Govern- 
ment Board they had no equipment to 
gauge the educational necessities of any 

istrict, because the Local Government 
Board officials were generally ex-Army or 
ex-Navy men, who 5 nothing about 
education. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The majority 
of our inspectors belong to the same pro- 
fession as the hon. Member opposite. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS admitted that 
there were benighted persons even in the 
legal profession. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Sleaford Division 
was in the ranks of the very well educated, 
but they knew that he thought that a 
person was better qualified for agricultural 
employment if he had not the 
second standard than if he had been to a 
second grade school. If they were to 
have a Government Department at all 


interfering in this matter, he would prefer 
that it should be the Education Depart- 


ment. That Department should go 
thoroughly into the matter first ; and, if 
there must be another to go into the 
financial part, then they could ask the 
approval of the Local Government Board. 

here was a spirit of compromise abroad, 
and he hoped that an arrangement might 
be come toon this matter. He thought 
everybody would agree that those con- 
nected with the Education Department 
were best able to judge of educational 
necessity. If they said that in a locality 
educational necessity was not sufficiently 
provided for, it would require a strong 
case to warrant the Local Government 
Board in refusing to carry out the recom- 
mendation of the Education Department. 
To give effect to the suggestion made on 
this side of the House, he suggested the 
insertion in the Amendment of the words 
“ with the a proval of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. so that it would read: 
“ Provided that the Board of Education, 
with the approval of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, may authorise a higher rate 
to be fixed.” 


(6.18.) Torp EDMUND FITZ- 
MAURICE said he would earnestly urge 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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upon the Committee, from the point of 
view of administration, that, whether the 
controlling body was the Board of Edy. 
cation or the Government 

the localities should not. be saddled with a 
double inquiry. He spoke from experience 
in regard to matters of local government 
which were inquired into first by the Local 
Government Board and afterwards by the 
Treasury. Very often between these two 
inquiries a great deal of precious time was 
lost. He could not understand why they 
could not get [rid of both the Board of 
Education and Local Government Board, 
and treat the County Councils with the 
confidence they deserved. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said he was sorry that the hon. 
Member for South Islington was 
likely to abandon his proposal. The 
local authority was charged with the 
duty of aiding the supply of higher 
education. Already the whisky money 
was mortgaged in many cases for 
the next thirty or forty years, and 
in some instances a portion of the 
penny rate was already mortgaged 
or the buildings which had been 
erected for technical instruction, and 
debts had to be paid off. He took it 
that when the local authorities com- 
menced their work they would not 
reach the 2d. limit, but when the work 
reached a stage when they required, say, 
a 24d. rate who was to decide whether 
the work was to be done or left undone! 
It seemed to him that the authority to 
do that was the authority who had 
encouraged the County Council to enter 
into this work. If, in the execution of 
plans adopted in accordance with recom- 
mendations in connection with secondary 
schools, a County Council found that 
the cost would involve the overstepping 
of the 2d. limit, the Local Government 
Board would come in to determine 
whether the Council ought to spend the 
money in carrying out a scheme which 
had the approval of the Board of Educa- 
tion. All this was to be subjected to a 
new authority which had no previous 
knowledge whatever of the higher edu- 
cation work carried on in the district. 
He hoped the Government would see the 
necessity of placing the control, if 
control there must be—he regretted that 
any should be thought necessary—in the 
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hands of the Board of Education. The | inspectors of the Board of Education 
financial considerations would often be of the necessities of secondary education 
microscopical, and the educational very | in a particular district? He took it that 
important. One of the first duties of | the chief ground of their decision would 
the new authority would be to consider | be whether more money might be spent 


whether certain private secondary 
schools would suffice for the educational | 
needs of their district, or whether they | 
would erect and conduct new secondary 
shools. If this, involved the over- 
stepping of a 2d. rate, the Local Govern- 
ment Board would be called in, and what | 
they would really have to decide would 
be whether inefficient secondary schools 
were to be kept up. That wasa question 
which, he maintained, the Local Govert- 
ment Board ought not to adjudicate 


upon. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was glad 
the Government had knocked out 
the proposal with regard to the Pro- 
visional Order. That matter having 
been agreed to on _ both sides of 
the House, the Amendment they were 
now discussing involved, Seeley the 
question whether the Local Government 
Board or the Education Department was 
the best authority to give sanction for 
a higher rate than 2d, which was 
the one suggested in the Bill itself. 
A fortnight ago he had gone down to 
the country to see the inspectors of the 
Board of Education conducting an 
inquiry into the secondary schools. | 

t was a comparatively new branch | 
of the Education Department in his | 
part of the country, and he was bound to 
tay that he was highly pleased with the 
way in which these inspectors had 
investigated not only the educational 
efficiency of the schools, but their 
financial condition, and the overlapping 
competition with other secondary | 
schools. In fact, they took a wide and 
large view of the whole field of secondary : 
education, and he came away with a 
very favourable impression of these 
Inspectors from the Board of Education. 
He had had more experience than he 
would like to narrate in regard to 
Local fe ptegererneon Board inquiries 
in regard to drainage and public health ; 
but how could these na in- 

rs of the Local Government 
conduct an inquiry as to proposed 
diture on secondary education? 
© could judge so well as the 








to good purpose on secondary education 
in the district or not. If the money 
already spent was being spent to good 
purpose, they would trust the local 
authorities ; but if they found that it was 
not so, they would be quite right in refus- 
ingmoremoney until the local authorities 
showed a more adequate return for the 
money spent. They could not help 
remembering that, but for the “general 
post * which took placea short time ago, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division would have been 
President of the Local Government 
Board, and that right hon. Gentleman 
would not think him disrespectful when 
he said that his whole attitude through- 
out the discussion of this Bill showed 
that he would have met every 
application with a negative. That 
was an argument for putting the 
decision in the hands of gentlemen who 
knew something about education, and 
could tell whether the money was 
properly spent or not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he hoped 
that in discussing the alternatives Board 
of Education and Local Government 
Board, hon. Members would remember 
that the Government had endeavoured to 
meet the wishes of the Committee as far 
as possible, and that they would compress 
their arguments as much as possible. 


*Mr. HELME said he thought that it 
would remove difficulties if the inter- 
position of the Local Government Board 
were’ confined to a decision as to the 
financial ability of the country to bear 
the expenditure over the limit prescribed 
by the Act upon the figures in the 
balance sheet and estimates submitted by 
the local authority and not on the 


educational policy involved. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
took it that the Local Government Board 
would regard the fact that the County 
Council desired to carry out an educa- 
tional ger tenn as a ground for per- 
mitting the County Council to do.as they 
desired. What the Board would have to 
do would be to see whether legitimately, 
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having regard to all other interests of the 
ratepayers, the educational advantages 
were such as the county should pay 
for. 


' Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said that 
the inspectors of the Board of Education 
had had a good deal of experience in con- 
ducting not only educational inspection, 
but also into the financial details of 
administration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not of the 
area. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said he 
quite agreed not of the area; but the 
inspectors of the Board of Education 
- would have no difficulty whatever in 
considering and reporting on the ability 
of an area to bear additional expenditure 
on secondary education. 


*Smr ALBERT ROLLIT said he would 
have preferred the authority of the Board 
of Education, but it would be, unwise 
to reject the compromise offered by the 
Government as such, and he, by leave, 
would withdraw his Amendment, and 
move to insert, after the words “or such 
higher rate,” the words “as the County 
Council, with the consent of.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— , 

“In 1, line 26, after the words ‘or 
such higher rate,’ to insert the words ‘as 
the County Council with the consent of.’ ”— 
(Sir Albert Rollit.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said he regarded the 
consent of the Local Government Board as 
a very insufficient safeguard. If Parlia- 
ment sanctioned this proposal, he thought 
it would be impossible for a President of 
the Local Government Board to refuse, 
under these circumstances, an application 
of the County Council. The effect of the 
proposal would be to facilitate the addition 
of further charges on the rates, and as 
such he must repeat his objections to it. 


Major RASCH said he stood aghast 
at the proposal contained in the Amend- 
ment, he supported with 

leasure the protest of the right hon. 
mtleman the Member for Sleaford. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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iculturists had had to suffer a 
an for elementary education ; and bird 

posal made by the Member for South 
lington were adopted, they would be 
financially exterminated for secondary 
education. He thought the agricultural 
Members would be a great deal more 
foolish than they were sup to be if 
they supported this Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


(6.45.) Mk. BRYNMOR JONES 
moved to omit ‘Local Government 
Board” and to insert “‘ Education Board,” 
He said he was glad the First Lord of the 
Treasury had given in on the method 
of procedure by Provisional Order. 
The question the Committee now had 
to decide was one of extreme simplicity. 
He could not conceive how it could be 
argued by anyone in favour of higher 
education that the question of a higher 
rate should be determined by the Local 
Government Board. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, to leave out the words 
‘Local Government Board,’ and insert the 
words ‘ Board of Education.’”—-(Mr. Brynmor 
Jones.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
‘Local Government Board’ stand part 
of the Clause.’ ”’ 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS supported 
the Amendment, for the reason that 
very often the inspectors sent down by 
the Board of Education were able to 
give most valuable advice to the local 
education authorities as to the best 
methods of spending their money. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that would 
not be affected. It was not intended to 
affect the utility of the Board of Educa- 
tion in regard to the giving of advice. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that if 
the Amendment were adopted the in- 
spectors of the Board of Education would 
necessarily come into contact with the 
locai education authorities more than 
otherwise would be the case. Surely 
it was one of the objects of the Act to 
get as much value educationally 48 
they could for their money. 
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Dr. MAGIAMAB A sri he was 
placed in a great difficulty by this 
Amendment. Theoretically, the argu- 
ment was all in favour of the Board 
of Education, and every argument was 
against the Local Government Board. 
But the Local Government Board took a 
commonsense view of proposals submitted 
tothem, and did not take such a ‘“‘one- 
eyed” view as was taken by some of the 
inspectors of the Board of Education, 
whose inspectors usually were ex- 
Army men, who knew nothing 
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about; education, generally speaking. 
He thought that the Local Government 
Board would only refuse under extreme | 
provocation. He had had a painful and | 
varied experience of the Board of Educa- | 
tion as a member of the School Board | 
for London. It was difficult to get the | 
Board of Education to write a sensible | 
letter. When they did write, it took 
them a long time to do so, and half-a- 
dozen other letters were required to 
interpret the first one. As far as the 
present Board of Education were con- 
cerned, he personally would not trust 


| if the Board of 








anything to them in any circumstances. 
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be handed over to a body to which it did 
not belong. If that were to be done, why 
not hand it over to the War Office or 
the Board of Admiralty? The hon. 
of the Local Govern- 
ment Board was irrelevant. Why should 
they set up the Local Government Board, 
which knew nothing about these matters, 
as a Court of Appeal over the Board of 
Education, which resumably did know 
something about them ? The only ques- 
tion before the Committee was whether 
they should give an inferior Government 
Department the power of overruling 
a superior Government Department. It 
was a new principle, ind Of course, 
ucation was not efficient 
it must be reformed. At the present 
time its functions were handed over to 
the First Lord of the Treasury, but there 
ought to be an end to that sort of thing. 
If that principle were extended, in times 
to come there would be no public Depart- 
ment at all which was responsible to the 
House of Commons. They ought to 
stick to the Board of Education, and not 
place an inferior Department over it. 


-Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said, so far 


He knew he ought not to base an/|as he could see, there was one practical 
argument upon that, because Boards | difficulty, which he would state to the 
of Administration passed away. But| Committee. These matters would in- 
the Vice-President would not pass away; | volve an inquiry by the Local Govern- 
he was a permanent institution so long | ment Board whenever County Councils 
as the present Government existed, and | wanted to raise a rate. Now, the County 


if he liked to stick to his office he might | Councils all over the country strnck their 


pesibly be the Vice-President of the| rates about the same time of the year, 
rd of Education under a Liberal | 
Government. 


Sim JOHN GORST: I am the last | 
“Vice President of the Committee of | 
Council.” There will never be another. | 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that ovenyel 
member of the Committee would hope | 
that the period of occupancy of the last | 
“Vice Presidency of the Committee of | 
Council”? might be a very long one; but 
he could not contemplate with equanimity 
the handing over of these great matters 
to the Board of Education or its Parlia- 
mentary head. He would rather trust 
the Local Government Board, and he 
thought they would do well to close 


with the Government on this matter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought it was 
most extraordinary that education should 





and all these inquiries would, therefore, 


| come all at once. The Local Government 
| Board was a very congested Department, 


and there were already great delays, and 
there would, in all probability, be still 
greater delays with regard to these in- 
quiries. Would there not, under those 
circumstances, be great difficulties in 
getting a decision with regard to this 
matter? It was very important that 
there should be no delay. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said, before the 
Committee could properly decide on this 
question it was essential that they should 
know what wasthe basis on which the Local 
Government Board was to act. They 
were told that the decisions of the County 
Councils were only to have effect with the 
consent of the Local Government Board, 
but on what ground? What were the 
ins rs to inquire about? Were they 
to have regard to the state of education in 
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a particular county, or whether the 
locality was able to bear the = a0 
proposed to be cast upon it! ess 
they were told what the Local Govern- 
ment Board was going to do, what 
its functions were to be, he should vote 
for the Education Department. Some- 
thing had been said about the right hon. 
Gentleman’s remaining Vice-President for 
ever. He had some sympathy with that, 
because, seeing what a thorn he was in 
the side of the present Government, he 
could hardly conceive what he would be 
in the side of a Liberal Government. 
If the Local Government Board was only 
to inquire into the financial ability of the 
local authority, they should be told so 
plainly. 


*Mr HELME asked whether, assum- 
ing the Local Government Board had 
given its consent to an increase in the 
rate asked for by a County Council 
beyond the 2d., would that permission be 
continued so long as the rate remained at 
that. figure, because it appeared to him 
it might, with the effluxion of time, be 
necessary to come again and again. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he had 
listened all the afternoon to the debate, 
and had not been able to understand the 
form of procedure which the Govern- 
ment had in their mind. Did the right 
hon. Gentleman mean that there was to 
be a local inquiry at all ? and, if there was 
to be such an inquiry, was it to be by the 
general inspectors of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, or by others? He thought 
the Committee really ought to know 
what line the Government were taking. 
The Provisional Order system was a 
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thoroughly understood matter, but that 
system had now gone, and the Committee: 
were nowjin the dark as to what the- 
Government intended. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he thought 
the procedure was perfectly simple. There: 
was already provision made, under the Act 
of 1888 and other Acts of Parliament, by 
which County Couneils, if they desired to. 
extend the rating powers, could apply to. 
the Local Government Board. That was. 
what was to be done now, and practicall 
there was no other question at all. 
Whether there would be a local inquiry 
would obviously depend upon the cir- 
cumstances under which the Local 
Government Board was approached. 
The whole object of the inquiry was, 
not to acquire special information, but 
to give an opportunity for the parties to. 
lay the facts before the inspector on the 
spot. 

*Smr CHARLES DILKE: And the 


inspector has to report on financial 
matters ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes. 


* Srr CHARLES DILKE : And not on 
educational matters ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No; if the in- 
spector was not one of the general in- 
spectors they would get assistance from 
outside. 


(7.13.) Question put. 
The’ Committee divided :—Ayes, 261 ; 


Noes, 146. (Division List No. 253.) 
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Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.oi(L’nd’nd’r’y 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Bee Atrence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
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Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F (Shetfield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J obn(Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard J. (Midd. ,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R ) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut General 

peg few Hn. WilliamEdw.H. 
Lee,ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming : 
Maconocbie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Live I 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H(D’mfri’sshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,J no. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mon , G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Covent 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bat 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 


Peel,HnWm. Robert Wellesley 


Pemberton, John S. G. 
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Penn, John 
Percy, Karl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgin-, Frederick 
Powell. Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward. 
Parvis, Robert 
Pym, C Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollic, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropuer, Colonel Robert 
Royda, Clement Mol 

ent Mo ux 
Russell, T. W. $e 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton- Karr, seg 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart. 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E, (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf dUniv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sh’fh’ld 


Walker, (‘ol. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, SirCharlesG.E (Notts. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de rahe Lord 
Wilson, A. ay — A ork,E. R. 
Wilson, Jobn (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jobn (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hon. E. R.(Bath 
Wood, James 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 

















TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and. 
Mr. Anstruther. 








376 Edueation 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Acquree Hn. HervertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
‘Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton’ Thom Dolling 

ton, Thomas i 

Broadharst, Henry 

Brown, M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caidcwell, James 

‘Caimeron, Robert 

Campbell, John (A h, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

‘Channing, Francis Aliston 
‘Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. é 

Duncan, J. Hastings - 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flyon, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller J.M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
‘Gladstone, RtHn. Her 
‘Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

“Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
-Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


ohn 


* (7.27.) Mr. HELME, in order that the 
intention of the Government, as ex- 
pressed by the First Lord and the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 
should be so defined that there could be 
no mistake about it in future, moved the 
insertion of the words “ having regard 
ito financial considerations only.” That 


‘would relieve the Local 


Board from the necessity of going into 
the details of the edeastionél 

They would have the 
opportunity of conferring with, and 
having the benefit of the opinion of the 
Board of Education, who, being in con- 
stant touch with the county authorities, 


the county. 


- 
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Harwood, e 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Williami(Carnarv nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘ Geo 

M‘ Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Kendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose 


.Moulton, John Fletcher 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Norman, Hen 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 


Government 


needs of 
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O’Shaughnessy, P. J. mn 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Perks, Robert William 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ranciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,§, 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT, 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannaa 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J.H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Meri 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersfd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Mr. Trevelyan. 


would know all about the work which 
required to be done. 
to be general, the practical working of 
the scheme would be almost hopeless 
There was not the time after the Budget 
was framed, and in a great county like 
Lancashire, with so wide an area, it was 
undesirable that the Local Government 
Board should send its representative 
throughout the length of the county, 
in order to inform aroun - . 

necessity of any portion of the scheme. 
He ase the ieee! of the Board 
would be restricted to financial com 
siderations only, and that the carefully 
ascertained wish of a great pu 


If the inquiry was 





377 Education 


authority such as the County Council 
would be respected. He, therefore, 
hoped the Government would accept 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘ Board,’ 
to insert the words ‘ havi to financial 
considerations only.’” —(Mr. Helme.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.“ 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to: make 
his Report to the House. 


s Committee report progress; to 
again this evening. 


sit 


EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 

“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘ Board,’ 
wiosert the words ‘ having regard to financial 
considerations only.’”—(Mr, Helme.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
te there inserted.” 


(9.0.) Str JOSEPH LEESE said he 
welcomed the statement of the First 
lord and of the President of the 
local Government Board |that the 
functions of the Local Government Board 
inthis matter were to be financial only. 
Bythe words which were sought to be 
imerted in the clause, they desired to 
earmark that function. It was common 
Inowledge that inspectors of the 
local Government Board were experts 
ascertaining the financial position of 
founty Councils and local authorities 
generally, for such investigations formed 
patof their daily work. But an inquiry 
into the educational needs of a district 
vould be entirely outside the experience 
“tthe Local Government Board. If a 
founty Council were to attempt to 

w more than it was justified under 
circumstances, he could understand 
ine Local Government Board stepping in 
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to save financial trouble. In that case it 
could act as a salutary check. The only 
ol:ject of the Amendment was to limit 
the interference of the Local Government 
Board to financial questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon. 
Member who had just spoken, as well 
as the mover of the Amendment, had 
not incorrectly described the position 
of the Government in regard to the 
inquiries which it was proposed that the 
Local Government Board should hold 
under this clause. At the same time, the 
suggestion they made that the duty of 
the Local Government Board should be 
limited by statute went a little further 
than the declarations of the Government ; 
and, so far as he knew, there was no 
precedent for limiting by statute the 
duty of a Government Department when 
it was called on to hold an inquiry. He 
had been very much interested in that 
debate. He had had a great many years 
experience at the Local Government 
Board: he had the good fortune to be 
there for six years under a previous 
Government, and he knew how difficult 
it was to deal with public opinion, 
whether expressed in the House or out- 
side. It depended entirely on whether 
they were debating a question on theory 
or on practice. But let him take an 
extreme case by way of illustration. 
Suppose a County Council had spent 
13d. out of its 2d. rate, and came forward 
with an application for power to levy an 
additional 14d. rate. Did the Amend- 
ment mean that the inspector of the 
Local Government Board was to be for- 
bidden by statute to ask what were the 
objects which the County Council had 
in view in making that somewhat ex- 
treme proposal? He was really asking 
for information. He did not think there 
was any difference of principle between 
the two sides of the House. All were 
agreed that no Government Department 
should put any restrictive or red-tape 
Amendments in the way of a County 
Council ; but did they also desire that in 
the case of a County Council making a 
very wild and extravagant pro there 
should be no power whatever for the in- 
spector of the Local Government Board 
to inquire not only into the financial 
position of the county, but also as to 
the educational proposal? If the 
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Amendment were accepted in its present 
form, it seemed to him that the Local 
Government Board would be precluded 
altogether from making any such inquiry. 
It had been suggested very frequently in 
the course of the debate that the Local 
Government Board, as a Department, had 
no knowledge of educational progress and 
educational requirements. That. was true. 
But it wasalso perfectly well known to 
every Member of the House who had had 
any experience of Government Depart- 
ments that where one Department was 
called upon to make an inquiry into a 
demand made by a local authority affect- 
ing the administration of another De- 
partment, it was the invariable practice 
to ask that Department for its observa- 
tions and suggestions on the demand. 
After all, supposing the demand was a 
reasonable one—supposing it was an 
ordinary case where a loca] authority 
had reached its maximum, or would 
exceed it if it indulged in necessary and 
desirable expenditure, the facts to be in- 
quired into would .be of the simplest 
kind, and a local inquiry would hardly 
be necessary. In nine cases out of ten, 
probably, the loca! inquiry would be un- 
necessary ; but, if the proposed expendi- 
ture were altogether unnecessary, or the 
financial position of the locality were too 
weak to bear the additional expenditure, 
would it be wise to make it impossible for 
the inspector of the Local Government 
Board to inquire into the objects of the 
expenditure and to ascertain what 
were the educational objects in view ? 
Speaking with some experience of the 
Local Government Board in regard to 
these inquiries, he would suggest that 
these limitations were more likely to 
defeat the end in view than to secure it. 
Let the Committee realise what the 
Amendment proposed todo. It proposed 
to make it impossible for the Government 
inspector to examine into any educational 
question at all. So far as the educational 
provisions of the district were concerned, 


Education 
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the necessary information would be 
obtained from the Education De 
But take the case he had Greedy oie 
that of a local authority which had 
three-fourths of its rates and wished to 
launch upon a very extravagant scheme, 
involving enormous e tin on the 
erection of buildings and the maintenance 
of a system of education ——— 
paneer beyond the needs of the 
neighbourhood. Was no question to be. 
asked at all by the inspector as to what 
was being done in the neighbourhood! If 
the Amendment were carried in its 
resent form, it would necessitate the 
foldin of a second inquiry by some 
other , Sesto That would involve 
delay ; whereas he understood hon. 
Gentlemen desired that there should be 
promptitude, and as little delay as 
possible. If the education authority of 
the County Council represented only a. 
very small majority of the county, and 
there was a large body of outsiders in 
favour of a very a policy, were: 
they to im on the ratepayers of the. 
district a burden which might last for 
forty or fifty years without any inquiry 
as to whether the educational needs of 
the district justified the expense? He 
put this to the Committee in order to 
obtain an expression of opinion. He 
knew that difficulties had arisen owing 
to the limitations imposed on their 
wers of holding inquiry. Believing as 
Ke did that there would be every desire 
on the part of the Local Government. 
Board to further educational progress, 
and that the imposition of restrictions. 
was rather dangerous, he would ask the 
Committee to consider very carefully 
whether the adoption of the Amendment. 
would not be injurious to the interests. 
they had in view. 


(9.13.) Question put. 


The Committee divided—Ayes, 90; 
Noes, 105. (Division List No. 254.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. , Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, George M. 
Branner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


Mr. Walter Long. 


Cameron, 


Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
Cawley, Frederick 


Donelan, Ca; A 
elan, ge . 
Doogan, P. U. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Ed Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Channing, Francis Allston 
y, William 


(Edinburgh 
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James Christopher 
SirMichael(Lond. Univ 
, Rt. Hor. Sir Henry 
Corrie 
, Ernest (West Ham) 

, John Patrick 

kt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
d, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
. Robert Paterson 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hatton, E. (Morley) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 


ee BirJocepht.(Aceri 
irJosephF. (Accrington 
Sir Joseph ” 


Sir John 
John Herbert 


“George, David 
ew lav 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Austin, Sir John 

Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, RtHnSir Michael Hicks 
, James 

ell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 

mn, Edward Ailen 
Ball, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harrv 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
tig 9 «ead aca 
, Edwar 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

ny, Colonel 
Dewar,T. R(T’rH’ mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

las, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

ord, SirWilliam Theodore 
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Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
2; hi Dasa 
M‘Crae, rge 

M‘Kean, John 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Jeseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperssy, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’ Dowd, John 

dee gg P. J. 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Perks, Robert William 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 


NOES. 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Forte:cue 
Flower, Ernest 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorsr, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hanbury,RtHon. Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, J.(Midd. ,Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfa-t) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Legge. Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lovg, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
acdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roberts, Juhn H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dandee) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whi er, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. ) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Helme and Mr. 
Charles Morley. 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Btupford- 
Sadler, Col. SamuelAlexander 
Samuel, eK | S. (Limehouse 
Seely,Maj.J.K. B.(Isleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wentworth, BruceC. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


*(9.28.) The CHAIRMAN said he must | for Spalding was outside the scope of the 
tile that the Amendment of the hon. 


Member for Anglesey should come up asa 


Mr. BRYCE: Would it not be possible 


new clause, and that of the hon. Member | to move it as an Amendment to Clause 3 ? 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN : I understand the 
hon. Member does not wish to do that. 
To meet his views it would be ne 
to propose the Amendment to bot 
Clauses 2 and 3, and it would, therefore, 
be much simpler to put the words in 
a simpler clause. The Amendment of 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 
has been disposed of by the decision of 
the House on Clause 1. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I point out 
the fact that Clause 5 of the Bill provides 
that, if a local authority desires, it may 
agree not to undertake the control of 
elementary education, in which case the 


School Board is not wiped out; it will | 


continue to act. I desire that in that 
ease the School Board and the municipal 
authority shall together form a Com- 
mittee for the purposes of higher 
education. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : I understood that 
perfectly. But Clause 1 has already 
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| of order, because it is covered by the 
words “ shall consider the needs of eduea. 
tion.” - It seems quite clear that no local 
authority can consider the needs of 
education without considering what ap- 
pliances are already in existence. The 
next two Amendments standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire are out of order, and 
can only be moved as new clauses. 


Mr. CHANNING: Would the fit 
Amendment be in order moved as an 
Amendment to Clause 4? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber’s Amendment deals with competitive 
| examination, and I do not think that 
| that is quite the same thing as religious 
| instruction. The Amendment standing 
'in the name of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Wigan is also out of order, 
‘and the same remark applies to the 
| Amendments standing in the names of 
the hon. Member for the Otley Division, 
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constituted the authority for higher|the hon. Member for the Exchange 
education, and the hon. Member is now | Division of Liverpool, and the hon. 
really proposing to negative what has| Member for Lancaster. The next 
been done in Clause 1. His proposal is| Amendment standing in the name of 
contrary to what has been decided. the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
The hon. Member is proposing to add | shire is out of order, because it is disposed 
something more. e is proposing | of by the words, introduced at the be- 
that certain other education authorities | ginning of Clause 2, “ shall take steps.” 
should be constituted the authority for |The Amendment standing in the name 


higher education. His proposition is 
that— 

‘‘In any case where the School Board re- 
mains, after the passing of this Act, the local 
authority for elementary education, it shall be 
the duty of the School and the municipal 
council to form a joint Committee of members 
of both bodies to act as the local authority for 
higher education under this Act.” 

The Committee has already decided upon 
the authority for higher education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether, 
in the event of a local authority not 
agreeing to become the authority for 
elementary education, he should be in 
order in proposing that-in such a case 
the Committee should be compelled to 
co-opt the members of the existing 
School Board. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: That is not the 
Amendment on the Paper. The Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for North Islington is also out 


| of the hon. Member for Ludlow is out of 
| order, because it is really an Amendment 
to the Local Taxation Act, which is 
outside the scope of -this Bill. The 
Amendment standing in the name of 
the hon. Member for East Somerset 
ought to come as a new clause, and 
the other Amendments standing on 
the Paper in the name of the hon. Member 
for the Rugby Division are also out of 
order. As this disposes of the whole of 
the Amendments, the question I have to 
put now is, “That Clause 2, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether 
he would be in order in_ propos 
that where a School Board remain 
the authority for education it should be 
their duty to co-opt for the p 
of higher education the members of the 
School Board for that area ? 











*Tue CHAIRMAN: As far as I have 
been able to gather, the proposal of the 
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ion. Member is one constituting another 
authority for higher education, and there- 
fore it is out of order. 


Mr. BRYCE: Is it not a fact that inas- 
much as Clause 5 still stands in the Bill 
we are obli to assume that Clause 5 
will remain in the Bill? That is contem- 
plated in this Amendment. Therefore, 
will the case not arise which has been 
raised by my hon. friend, and will his 
Amendment not be in order in dealing 
with the Bill at it now stands ? 


Sir JOHN GORST : Supposing that is 
so, would this Amendment not apply more 
properly to Clause 12, which deals with 
the constitution of Education Committees? 
[think it would be in order there. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I have assumed all 
through that Clause 5 stands. The 
objection I have taken to the Amendment 
suggested by the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell is that in Clause 2 he is 
really constituting another authority, 
whereas the authority for that purpose 
has been constituted by Clause 1. All I 
say is that his proposal is in the wrong 
place. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that in the 
Amendment that he had handed in 
he did not propose a new authority at all, 
but he simply asked that where the School 

remained the authority for ele- 
mentary education the local Education 
Committee should co-opt certain members 
af the School Board, and that proposal 
did not constitute a new authority at all. 


Mr. BRYCE pointed out that the 
Amendment of his hon. friend related to 
secondary education, whereas Clause 12 
dealt only with elementary education. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Clause 12 is 

ral. It is clear that when the 
ucation Committees are constituted 
that will be the proper place to con- 
sider this Amendment. The proposal 
is that the local authority is to 
@o-opt certain persons to serve on 
the Education Committee, whereas 
this clause is only concerned with the 
constitution of the authority. Clearly 
such a proposal is out of place in Clause 2. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 2, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill.” 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had 
sat throughout the whole of the 
discussion upon Clause 2, and he was 
that the First Lord of the Treasury had 
found it unnecessary to apply the closure 
once, which showed that in the ap oss 
of the right hon. Gentleman the discus- 
sion of this clause had not exceeded the- 
limits of fair Parliamentary debate. This 
result was entirely due in his opinion to- 
the fact that the Government had made 
some substantial concessions. He 
thought the Opposition would always be: 
uid willing to meet the Government 
when they were disposed to treat educa- 
tional matters in thisway. On the other 
hand, if the Government proceeded to- 
discuss this question from the point of 
view as to how it would affect the noble: 
Lord the Member for Greenwich, the 
clerical party, and those Members repre- 
senting agricultural districts, who did not 
care whether this was made a good. 
Education Bill or not, they would not get 
as much work out of the Committee as 
they otherwise would. There was really 
nothing very controversial on the first 
clause, because the reactionaries amongst 
hon. Members opposite threw in their Tot 
with the others, but the Government 
refused to make any concessions to the 
Opposition and consequently the debate 
was prolonged. When they succeeded in 
obtaining a substantial concessiun, of 
course the debate was very much 
shortened. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That has not. 
been so tonight. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the 
matters they had discussed upon Clause 2 
were very important, and considerably 
more time might reasonably have been: 
taken in discussing such matters as: 
the Provisional Orders, whether the rate 
should go up to 4d., and other questions 
upon which the whole future success. 
depended. He ventured to say that 
there was not one of those Amendments 
which might not well have taken the whole 
afternoon to discuss. There was nothin 
disarmed opposition like concessions, an 
he hoped the way in which the First Lord 
of the Treasury had conducted this clause 
through the Committee would serve as a 
cre th when they came to the more 
controversial clauses later on. He 
thought they all wanted to make this a 
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good Education Bill, and if they were 
met in a fair spirit in regard to the 
sectarian feature of the measure he did 
not despair that they would be able 
to find a satisfactory compromise. There 
were Members of the Opposition who 
recy artsy the way in which a few 

on. Members opposite arrogated to 
themselves the right to speak, not only on 
bebalf of the whole of the Party opposite, 
but also on behalf of the Church of 


England. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : I think that is 
-going rather beyond the scope of the 
questions raised in this clause. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the First 

_ Lord of the Treasury had met them very 
fairly upon this particular clause, 

.and before this Bill was out of the 
-clutches of the House of Commons 
he did not despair that the right hon. 

‘Gentleman would still make the pro- 
vision for secondary education a purely 

-compulsory matter. He did not despair, 
either, of the right hon. Gentleman 

being able to meet them upon the ques- 

tion of equivalent grant. The Clause 


looked al] right, and it said “it shall be 
duty,” but then there followed words 
which limited that duty. There were 
many counties in England where the 
rating question pressed very heavily, as 


it did in Essex, upon the farmers and 
tradesmen, where this Act would not 
be put into operation unless there was 
a strong inducement offered by pressure 
from some Government Department, or 
else in the shape of a pecuniary financial 
consideration. Ifthe ratepayers of such 
a county knew that they would get a 
certain amount of money spent in their 
-own county by spending a certain 
amount of their own money, he thought 
that would induce them to bear a little 
_extra burden and make some sacrifice 
in order to obtain it. He ho the 
First Lord of the Treasury would be able 
to consider, at any rate, the alternative 
-suggestion of a grant, or something 
more than a consultation. From what 
he could hear on all hands there was 
not the same zeal for education in 
England as existed in Ireland, Scotland, 
and Wales. After all, the Government 
could deal with that difficulty, because 
«there was a sense of duty in Englishmen 
which, if the Government showed the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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way to the County Councils, would be 
quite sufficient to overcome that diff- 
culty. If the Education Department 
were authorised not to dictate to the 
County Councils but to bring certain 
pressure to bear upon them to consider 
the subject thoroughly, he believed that 
Englishmen would their work 
honestly and faithfully. There was 
always a certain amount of respect paid 
to obeying the law of the land and 
carrying out the directions from the 
central authority. Why did the First 
Lord of the Treasury not make use of 
this disposition in the temperament of 
the English mind for exciting some sort 
of interest in education, and inducing 
these County Councils to do their duty. 
He had only one other observation to 
make. Once more he wished to emphasise 
the obvious fact, which had been estab- 
lished during the whole course of the 
discussion upon the second clause, that 
the Government had gained in time 
and in the temper of the House, and 
the Bill itself had gained by concessions 
which had been made. The result had 
been that everybody had honestly and 
sincerely applied themselves to the con- 
sideration of this question from a purely 
educational point of view, because the 
Government had shown that they were 
willing to make this a proper and 
efficient education debate. 


_, Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
welcomed the spirit of the speech just 
delivered by the hon. Messer tat ber. 
narvon as a good omen for the future 
conduct of the debate upon this Bill. 
He did not think this occasion should be 
allowed to pass without some one on the 
Ministerial side acknowledging the very 
considerate spirit in which the Govern- 
ment had met the Amendment on this 
particular clause. He was glad to think 
now that this clause had been amended— 
that it foreshadowed an outline of some- 
thing like a system of higher education. 
The local authorities would now be 
obliged to do something, and consider 
the needs of their district, and the Board 
of Education would be able to take such 
steps as they considered desirable towards 
certain very important objects, including 
the training of teachers, and the co- 
ordination of all forms of education. 
When they added to all these things 
the fact that the whisky money had 
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now been definitely allocated to the 
cause of education, all those who were 
interested in higher education might well 

tulate themselves upon having 
obtained such concessions. Generally, 
he thought they might have some con- 
fidence in the future action of English 
County Councils, which he did not 
believe were inferior to Welsh County 
Councils, as some hon. Gentlemen opposite 
wked them to believe. The Welsh 
counties had had great advantages over 
the English counties, because they had 
possessed an Education Act for a long 
time. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE peinted out 
that the Welsh Members, throughout the 
whole of this discussion had stood up 
for the English counties. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he 
was glad to hear the hon. Member for 
(Carnarvon give’ them some encourage- 
ment, and, when they had got in 
England a good Intermediate Education 
Act, they would endeavour to follow the 
excellent example which had been set in 
Wales. But there were still some defects, 
and he should have wished to see some 

vision inserted for the guidance of 
Eeanty Councils, similar to that in the 
Technical Instruction Acts. There were 
some important questions, which although 
uder the ruling given by the Chairman, 
could not be considered now, must event- 
wily be considered carefully by the 
Government before the Bill passed into 
lw. He hoped that: before the Bill 
became law, they would have in it a real 
system, under which the local authorities 
would be able to do good work for many 
years to come, in providing higher in- 
struction. 

Dr. MACNAMARA agreed that the 
Government had treated the Opposition 
very handsomely in connection with 
this clause. The clause as it stood 
definitely laid on the local authorities 
the duty of considering the needs 
of secondary education; it definitely 
sid that they must consult the Board 
of Education as to how they were 
to be met ; and it specifically mentioned 
that the local authorities must make 

ision for the training of teachers. 
these were admirable so far as 
they went, but he could have wished 
that the veto of the central autho- 
tity on the rating expenditure of the 
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local authority had been struck out. 
On that matter he still stood quite un- 
repentant. He did not know what 
Parliament had to do with the expendi- 
dure which local authorities desired to 
impose on their ratepayers. He entirely 
agreed with what the Vice President of 
the Council said in 1897 when the 
School Board Act was under discussion, 
namely, that the persons to decide how 
much should be laid on the locality were 
the ratepayers who sent the representa- 
tives to the public authority imposing 
the rate. That opinion was expressed by 
the right hon. Gentleman when they 
were discussing an Amendment proposed 
by the noble Lord the Member for 
Rochester and supported by the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich, that no 
School Board should participate in the 
new special aid grant which raised its 
rate beyond that of the previous year, 
and that it should not have the right to 
raise the rate beyond that of the previous 
year without the sanction of the Board 
of Education. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would yet remove the veto, and 
leave local authorities free to levy what- 
ever rate they thought proper on their 
own ratepayers for this or any other 
matter. 


Sm JAMES RANKIN (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster) asked for an authori- 
tative definition of the words “other 
than elementary”; and he wanted to 
know whether or not the Technical 
Instruction Committee would be enabled 
to teach subjects on the elementary list. 
Under the Act of 1899, as was perfectly 
well known, Technical Instruction Com- 
mittees were prevented from teaching 
children in the elementary schools. 
That, he understood, was to be done away 
with by the total repeal of the Act of 
1889. It had often appeared to him 
that the Technical Instruction Committee 
might usefully provide for the teaching 
of many subjects to the elder children 
in the elementary schools. 


Mr. BRYCE gladly joined with his 
hon. friend the Member for North 
Camberwell in acknowledging that the 
Bill had been considerably improved 
by the Amendments, and‘ that the 
right hon. Gentleman, in receiving 
the suggestions which had been made 
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to him, had shown a conciliatory spirit. 
But, regarded as a scheme of secondary 
education, this clause, as the outcome of 
the meditations of the Government for 
seven years, was still inadequate. He 
did not say that the clause was a blank 
cheque to the County Councils, because 
a cheque was the very thing which it 
did not give. It. told the County 
Councils to do what they thought best 
for secondary education. If they were 
all like the County Councils of the West 
Riding of Yorkshire and Wiltshire, they 
might, with some confidence, leave these 
wide powers to them with few or no 
indications of the will of Parliament. 
There were about sixty Administrative 
Councils in England and Wales, and a 
- very large number of County Boroughs. 
All these authorities would have to con- 
stitute themselves educational authorities, 
and work out a very difficult and com- 
plicated problem connected with the 
supply of secondary education. Were 
they competent to deal with this great 
problem? He thought it would have 
been better if the Committee had devoted 
a longer time in the endeavour to work 
out a better scheme, instead of giving 
extremely few directions to those authori- 
ties. They were now discussing the most 
uncontroversial point in this Bill. There 
had been little or nothing of Party spirit 
in the discussion of the clause, and if 
hon. Members were divided, it was quite 
~ from considerations of Party ties. 
hey had given exceeedingly few direc- 
tions to those authorities. The best 
authorities would not want them, but 
the backward authorities would want 
them. The Committee had not imposed 
in a ific way the absolute duty of 
providing secondary education on the 
authorities. In his judgment it would 
have strengthened the hands of the 
Department if the Committee had im- 
pore it as an imperative duty. If they 
done so, it was not likely that any 
cases would have arisen in which the 
Board of Education would have had to 
resort to compulsory powers. The mere 
fact than a itive direction was em- 
bodied in the Act would have been 
enough to stimulate the most la, 
of the local authorities. He asked the 
Committee to consider how many points 
there were on which directions were 
wanted, and on which they had given 
no direction. No direction had been 
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given, for example, on the question of 
endowments. Among many other points 
on which directions might be given to 
the new authorities was that of the 
education of girls, which hitherto had 
been greatly neglected. Clearly, it ought 
to be the duty of the new authorities 
to make some provision for the education 
of girls, and wherever possible to apply 
endowments to the case of girls as wel] 
as boys. Scholarships and _ exhibitions 
ought to be provided, and a direction 
to that effect would have been a very 
proper one to insert in the Bill 
Again, there was no direction in the Bill 
with regard to the inspection that the 
local authority ought to give. It was 
true that there were matters upon 
which the Board of Education might 
make representations to the local 
authorities, but the local authorities 
would give more attention to such 
representations if the weight of Parlia- 
mentary opinion was found within the 
four corners of the Bill. While much 
had been done, and would be done, to 
improve education in towns and populous 
districts, a real danger was that the 
Councils would neglect the rural districts ; 
and therefore he felt most anxious that 
they should, before parting with the Bill, 
go more thoroughly into the rural 
problem than they had yet done, and 
indicate to the local authorities some of 
the ways in which it might be dealt 
with. He was sure he might say that 
the Government would meet with no 
Party opposition whatever in any 
attempt they might make to develop 
and enlarge the scope of the secondary 
education part of the Bill. 


(10.20.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My 
hon. friend the Member for the Leo 
minster Division put a question to me 
which it is only courteous that I should 


answer. I do not think he need be im 
any way alarmed lest the class of educa- 
tion he is contemplating should be 
excluded by this clause from the opera- 
tion of the Bill. The discussion of that 
will come more appropriately under the 


ggard | definition clause of the Bill, and perhaps 


for the present he will be content with 
that assurance on my part. The right 
hon. Gentleman made a very long speech, 
not as to what Clause 2 was, but what 
it ought to be—and in regard to clauses 
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which were not on the Paper and which, 
under the circumstances, no self-respect- 
ing draftsman would have put into the 
Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE said that his remarks 
were in the direction that the Amend- 
ments ought to be moved on this clause ; 
r that new clauses should be moved by 
the Government at a later stage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that most 
respectfully he could not, for the life of 
him, see in the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman anything that was relevant 
to the particular question under dis- 
¢ussion, viz., that this clause should 
stand part of the Bill. As far as he 
understood the right hon. Gentleman he 
wholly differed from him as to the 
method of dealing with secondary educa- 
tion. They were agreed that secondary 
education was an extremely difficult and 
complex problem. They were agreed 
that the greatest authorities in this 
country, in Germany, France, Scanda- 
navia, Italy, and Ameriea, had studied 
this question of secondary education 
and had not come to any agreement in 
regard to it. 
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the best results would be derived from 
trying local effort, so that it might meet 
the educational needs of each particular 
locality. He hoped that when the 
came to the portion of the Bill whic 
was more controversial than secondary 
education, something of the calm spirit 
which had hitherto been maintained 
would not be altogether wanting. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he congratulated the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lordof the Trea- 
sury on the spirit of conciliation he had 
shown; but he thought he had unjustly 
charged his right hon. friend the Member 
for South Aberdeen, because not a single 
subject which that right hon. Gentleman 
had mentioned was not comprised in the 
words of the clause. He wished to 
impress strongly on the Government 
that unless they did something in the 
direction indicated by the hon. and learned 
Member for Stretford, the clause would 
be perfectly nugatory. He had had the 
opportunity the other day of consulting 
the County Council of Devonshire, and 
had been told that it was impossible to 
suppose that the County Councils were 





going to rate themselves for secondary 
education in addition to the elementary 


Mr. BRYCE said they were absolutely | rates which were imposed upon them. 


agreed on many points. «Sj 


& 


| 
| 


He would suggest to the Government 


| that before coming to the Report Stage 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that his|they should endeavour to adopt the 
information, for what it was worth, | principle followed in the Welsh Inter- 
went in the direction of showing that | mediate Act and give some encourage- 


there were great doubts in all these | ment to the County Councils. 
countries as to the exact lines on which | wanted to 


They 


see secondary education 


the settlement of this question should | placed on a sound basis, but they could 


go. If the right hon. Gentleman took 
wpa more dogmatic line, then he could 
not go with him. The Government did 
not look at the question in the same 
> gee which the right hon. Gentleman 
, that was to say in extending fixed 
Regulations to all the local authorities. 
They perfectly recognised, in-dealing with 
great variety of local authorities 
which existed in England, all animated by 
thigh ideal of public spirit, and, perhaps, 
taking a different view of education, that 
ome of these local authorities would 
tome to the fore front in the race, and 
that some of them would be laggards. 
They did not expect that there would be 
4 uniform spreading of secondary educa- 
fon in England. They thought that 





not do that unless money was nt 
upon it, and at least half of that money 
ought to come from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. The Vice President of the 
Council had told them that they might 
learn lessons from Denmark, France, and 
other countries in the matter of 
technical education, but in all these 
countries funds were provided by their 
Governments for the encouragement 
of secondary education. No one had any 
idea of how the rates in the country 
districts were going up, and he felt 
convinced that they could not expect 
the County Councils to rate themselves 
for secondary education unless they got 
assistance from the Treasury. 
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Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that before 
thisclause was voted uponhe would ask the 
Government earnestly to re-consider their 
decision in rd to imposing this limit on 
the rate for higher education on County 
Councils. It would be most ungrateful 
not to recognise the concession which the 
Government had = ; or bn it mw > 
argument against them. hy sho 
the County Councils not have the same 
liberty as was given to administrative 
counties like the West Riding of York- 
shire? There could be no doubt that in 
some districts there would be a danger, 
which had been pointed out by the hon. 
Member for the Leominster Division, as 
to the definition of what was and was 
not elementary education. He ven- 
tured to say that it would puzzle the 
ingenuity of man to provide a comprehen- 
sive definition of elementary education. 
No one had ever been able to draw the line 
between higher education and elementary 
education ; and if the County Councils 
were not to go beyond the 2d. rate with- 
out the consent of the Local Government 
Board he foresaw a repetition all over the 
country of Cockerton judgments. In 
rural districts much of the higher educa- 
tion must be given in the same school 
and by the same teachers as the elemen- 
tary education. Of course it was different 
in urban districts, where they could have 
both elementary schools and secondary 
schools; but how were they going to 
separate the accounts in the rural districts 
between elementary education and higher 
education 1 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said that hitherto secondary education 
provided for by the whisky money 
stopped short at imparting instruction in 
the dead languages, which formed the 
main of the curriculum of the country 
schools; but the second clause was 
deficient in providing a means of 
promoting commercial and _ technical 
education, to which other countries were 
attaching so much importance now. 
He hoped that some steps would be 
taken to prevent that danger. With 
regard to the 2d. rate or the 4d. rate, 
he would vote for it with some com- 
punction, because he was compelled to 
say that he could not trust the Board 
of Education to draw the line; and he 
very much regretted that the Committee 
had not laid down the injunction that 
the money which had hitherto been 
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spent on modern types of schools should 
not in future be diverted to less usefy] 
types. He hoped that ultimately the 
Bil would be a very much better 
measure than they had reason to 
expect ; and he had very great hope for 
the future of the measure if the spirit 
which had recently animated its dig. 
cussion continued to prevail. 


(10.50.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON(York- 
shire, W.R., Morley) said he wished toask 
whether the grants to be made by the 
Exchequer would be given to the local 
authority or to the schools direct. The 
Vice President of the Council had stated 
that the local authority would distribute 
the money for elementary education, and 
he wished to know whether that principle 
would also apply as regarded grants to 
secondary or higher schools. Would such 
grants be given to the school managers, 
or to the}local authority ? 


Sm JOHN GORST said that with re 
ference to schools which were now work- 
ing in connection with the local author- 
ity, the grants would be paid to that 
authority, but the rights of certain 
pre-existing schools in direct com- 
munication with the Board of Edu 
cation would be preserved. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he was 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman, 
but he should be glad to know whether 
there was any provision to that effect in 
the Bill. He was not aware there was 
anything in the Bill with reference to 
the rights of managers of pre-existing 
schools. 


Str JOHN GORST said that the Ex- 
chequer grants were not made by Act of 


| Parliament, but by regulations issued 


from time to time by the Board of 
Education. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said hewished 
to know how the local authority could 
effect the co-ordination of existing 
schools if they were to be carried on 
under the present arrangements. The 
admission, if he might so call it, of the 
right hon. Gentleman was a very serious 
one indeed, as it meant that the local 
authority would practically have no con- 
trol over the secondary education m 
existing schools which at the present 
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time received grants under any Code or 
Minute of the Education Department. 
It appeared to him that the only ex- 

ion would be if the Department 
made an additional grant, in which case 
they could make further terms. 


Sir JOHN GORST said he had either 
wholly failed to describe to the hon. 
Gentleman what the system was, or the 
hon. Gentleman had misinterpreted what 
he said. Nearly all the schools were in 
connection with, or under the control of, 
the local authority, but there were 
certain schools, only a few in number, 
which for a long time had been in 
receipt of Exchequer grants, and the 
right of those schools to have, if they 

ed, direct communication with the 
of Education would be preserved. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that 
according to the admission of the right 
hon. Gentleman the grants would continue 
tobe made to the managers of those 
schools, and the local authority would 
have nosay in their management. That 
wasa matter which had not been discussed 
onany Amendment, and it really made a 
great deal of difference to the powers of 
the local authority for the carrying out 
of its new responsibilities. When the 
Welsh Education Act became law, he 
believed that in every case all the grants 
which were paid by the Government 
went through the new authority; and 
he thought that was a precedent which 
ought to be followed in the present Bill. 
The present proposal was that those pre- 
existing schools would continue to be 
under the supervision of the Department ; 
whereas, all other classes of schools 
would be under the newauthority. That 
was not a single authority scheme, and 
was certainly not a very wise proceeding, 
as it would engender a great deal of 
hostility. He thought it was unfortunate 
that so little had been done to give 
directions to the new authority. If they 
Were to have a new departure they 
ought to have given some indication to 
the local authority as to the lines on 
which it would be expected to proceed. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
Would consider the point and would be 
able to present to the Committee a 
happier solution than that which was 
now offered. 
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Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said he 
hoped they would receive some further 
explanation from the Vice President on 
the subject to which his hon. friend had 
just ‘referred. Under the existing 
arrangement, grants were made for 
science subjects to different schools, and 
in his experience such grants were paid 
direct to the schools, and not through 
the governing body. 


Sm JOHN GORST said the exception 
was to pay the grants to the sehools. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said he 
was speaking of his own experience, 
which was that when grants were made 
direct to schools it caused a considerable 
amount of inconvenience, and the local 
authority lost the opportunity of con- 
sidering the needs of different schools. 
If the right hon. Gentleman proposed 
Amendments which would make it clear 
that the local authority, and not 
individual schools, was to receive those 
grants, they would be welcomed with 
great pleasure. He wished to express 
his regret that a better lead had not been 
given to the County Councils in the Bill. 


“Sik JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he was pleased to em- 
phasise what had been already said with 
reference to the question of the equivalent 
7 Praise had been bestowed on the 

elsh County Councils for their excellent 
work, and it had been proved that the 
equivalent grant had been a stimulus 
which had been extremely powerful in 
leading the County Councils to develop 
intermediate education. He himself had 
considerable experience on a small scale 
as to the equivalent grant being a stimulus. 
The County Council of Cheshire, for 
which he might venture to claim the title 
of being the model County Council of 
England, had at the very beginning 
wisely determined to give to every urban 
district in the county, which levied a rate 
under the Technical Instruction Act, an 
equivalent grant from the whisky money. 
The result was that some five or six years 
the amount raised in the County of 
Cheshire under the Technical Instruction 
Act was 20 per cent. of all the money 
raised under that Act throughout Eng- 
land. He was very proud to say that a 
large part of the money was raised in his 
own constituency, and that last month it 
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took half of the county scholarships given 
to children passing from the elementary 
schools. If the Government would only 
make uptheir mind to act on the experience 
of the Welsh Act, and to give equivalent 
grants to English County Councils in 
return, a8 it were, for the sacrifices made 
by them, he believed that the result 
would be equally happy. The right hon. 
Gentleman appealed to the experience and 
advice of foreign countries, and he spoke 
of Germany, France, Italy, and Scandi- 
navia, but in what country in the world 
could he find a limit set to the expendi- 
ture on education. He bitterly grieved 
that this country alone had set such an 
example. He welcomed with pleasure 
the concession of the right hon. Gentle- 
_man with reference to county boroughs, 
and he hoped that, on reflection the right 
hon. Gentleman would extend the privilege 
of deciding for themselves what the ex- 
penditure on education should be to the 
rural districts also. A good deal had 


been said already, and no doubt it 
sounded pleasant to Members on both 
sides, as to the conciliatory spirit dis- | 
played by the right hon. Gentleman 
during the discussion on this clause. 


He 
did not think there was any hon. Mem- 


ber who was better entitled to speak on | 


the subject than he was, because he had 
taken very great pains to ascertain the 
opinion of Members.in all quarters of 
the House, and he could say that never 
during the sixteen years he had had the 
honour of sitting in the House was 
there any occasion on which there was 
such a strong wish on both sides to 
make peace than there was at present. 
Even with reference to religious education 
there was a most anxious and sincere 
desire to do everything that could be 
done to lessen any sense of injustice, 
and to make such an arrangement as 
would conduce to the benefit of the 
children for whose welfare and future 
they were legislating. The right hon. 
Gentleman took a step during the 
discussion on the clause which he 
hoped would be repeated on many 
occasions. It was a happy step and 
the result was a pleasant one. He 
would warmly recommend the right 
hon. Gentleman to repeat it, and, as 
representing the Government, to leave 
the House freedom to express its desire 
for peace, and to vote without pressure 
of Party ties. If the right hon. Gentle 


Sir John Brunner. 
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man did that, he would earn not 
the gratitude of the Opposition but 


also of the vast majority of his own 
supporters. 
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Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that 4 
great number of Amendments, involving 
several important points with reference 
to secondary education, still remained to 
be considered ; and he would appeal to 
the First Lord of the Treasury to 
consider them in the same temper and 
the same spirit as he had displayed in 
connection with the Amendments 
which had been disposed of. They 
were all agreed that the right hon 
Gentleman desired to leave the County 
Councils a free hand in dealing with 
secondary education, but their object 
should be to utilise for the benefit of 
the country all that had been found 
valuable in the experience of the past. 
He did not think that very much 
weight should be attached to what 
had been done in foreign countries in 
the matter. This country would have 
to thresh it out for itself ; but he would 
urge on the First Lord of the Treasury 
to take advantage of the experience they 
already possessed and to utilise it. His 
hon. friend expressed an anxious desire 
that as little as possible might be left to 
be decided in the Courts. Even lawyers 
did not like to see education questiens 
in the Courts. They were unprofitable, 
not in the sense of fees, because briefs 
in education cases were marked as high 
as any other cases; but they opened 
up controversy, and were the very 
worst things that could happen in the 
interests of education. If the right 
hon. Gentleman would} consider how 
far he could improve the second 
clause by adding to it the experience 
of existing machinery he would do 4 
great deal to help the County Councils 
in carrying out their new duties. He 
would be the last to say a word against 
the Amendments which had been 
accepted ; but when they considered 
what the second clause might have been 
made, and what it might have done 
for secondary education, it would be 
admitted that it was a very shadowy 
clause compared to what it might 
have been. Would it be a serious 
matter, for instance, to prepare & Return 
showing what the existing educational 
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“Phat would not 


education were ? 

an expensive 
matter, but it would be very helpful to 
the County Councils. Then again, sup- 

ing the clause had dealt with endow- 
ments throughout the country; that 
was also a matter in which a Government 
Department would be of the greatest 
assistance to the County Councils. There 
was also the question of the sanitary 
condition of the schools. There was a 
sanitary condition which would satisfy 
asanitary inspector, and another sanitary 
condition which would satisfy an educa- 
tion inspector, but which would not 
satisfy a sanitary inspector. All these 
matters would be raised by new clauses, 
and he hoped that when they were 
reached they would have from the First 
lord of the Treasury a statement as to 
the Amendments that would be accepted 
in order that definiteness and clearness 
might be given to what was now very 
indefinite. 


facilities for seconda 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said in his opinion the medical 
officer who was responsible to the County 
Council was the person to whom they 


should look to improve the sanitary 


condition of the schools. So far as he 
could judge, at any rate in his own 
constituency, the feeling was that the 
present was a great opportunity to pro- 
vide for a proper system of higher edu- 
cation, which was the great need of the 
country as compared with other civilised 
nations which had placed no limit what- 
ever on the amount of money to be spent 
om higher education. With reference to 
the concessions which had been made by 
the Government, he accepted them for 
what they were worth; but they left a 
great deficiency in the educational 
standard of the country as compared 
with other great nations. When the 
House was permitted to vote as it pleased 
m a recent Amendment, they found 
every Member of the Government, with 
the exception of the Vice President, 
Yoting against progressive legislation. 

t seemed to him to indicate that 
the Government were not prepared to 
advocate a progressive measure in con- 
Nection with higher education; and it 
@nveyed the idea that the authors of 
the Bill were more concerned to remove 

strain from the voluntary schools 
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than to promote higher education. They, 
on that side, wanted the County Councils 
to have an absolutely free hand in regard 
to the expenditure of money on educa- 
tion ; and did not desire that they should 
be fettered or controlled by the Local 
Government Board or the Board of Edu- 
cation. Unless the Government could 
see their way to make an equivalent 
grant out of the National Exchequer in 
order to stimulate local governing bodies. 
to spend money in the promotion of 
higher education, he believed that they 
would continue to waste a large portion 
of the money now spent on elementary 
education. He had been a member of a 
Technical Instruction Committee for over 
twelve years, and he was surprised at 
the amount of money which was wasted 
on elementary education, owing to the 
want of co-ordination and a proper supply 
of secondary schools. Over and over again 
they had been unable to continue partic- 
ular classes, because the pupils had lost 
the elementary knowledge they had 
| obtained in the elementary schools ; and 
| he was afraid, unless the Government 
| were prepared to make equivalent grants 
| in some form, that they would continue 
| to occupy the unsatisfactory position in 
/regard to higher education that they 
| occupied at present. 





| *Mr. CHANNING said he wished to 
| say a very few words as to the character 
|and principle of the clause. The First 
| Lord of the Treasury was absolutely 
|right when he said that elasticity and 
freedom for the experimental treatment 
of secondary education was not only 
necessary in this country, but had been 
found necessary also on the Continent 
and in America. Nothing could be more 
true than that ; but he wished to point 
out to the right hon. Gentlemen that, 
although his concession somewhat miti- 
gated the purely permissive nature of 
the clause, and thereby rendered it more 
probable that good results would ensue 
from it, still it remained permissive. Up 
to ten or fifteen years ago higher and 
secondary education had not been uni- 
versally compulsory in the United States, 
and was only compulsory in States like 
Massachusetts. Up to that period the 
growth of education had been exceedingly 
slow, but since then there had been a very 
remarkable advance, and the number of 





“ High Schools” and of the pupils in them 
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in the United States had actually doubled 
during the last ten years. Was not that 
a fact which they should weigh well in 
considering the question of secondary 
education. If the result of this clause 
was not to provide for that rapid develop- 
ment of education which the commercial 
interests of the country demanded, the 
responsibility would rest on the Govern- 
ment for making the clause a practically 
permissive clause. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) said that he regarded the 
limitation in connection with rating 
as a very serious blot on the Bill. 
Indeed, it seemed almost impossible 
that the clause could have been 
seriously intended by the Government. 
He hoped that before the Report stage 
was reached the Government would 
give equal powers to the County Councils 
as it was now proposed to give to County 
Boroughs. 

(11.30.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he 
was quite ready to acknowledge the spiritin 
whith they had been met by the right hon. 
Gentleman. The concessions the right 
hon. Gentleman had made were not ve 
substantial in their character, but still 
they would be welcomed. He wished 
to suggest to the right hon. Gentleman 
a means, which would meet with the 
approval of the great majority of hon. 
Members, of Spry the clause a living 
reality, instead of leaving it in such a 
form as would result in its not being 
adopted at all in a great many parts of 
the country. He wondered whether 
the Committee realised what it would 
cost the Government to give something, 
he would not call it an equivalent grant, 


by way of es higher education. 
t 


A grant similar to the grant which was 
given in Wales would only cost £350,000 
a year, which was equivalent to a 4d. in 
the £. That amount, he believed, would 
be a sufficient stimulus to induce every 
countythroughoutthe country toorganise 
a good system of secondary education for 
itself. Education was a very great and 
important question, and he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able to 
accept his proposal and provide that 
stimulus, without which they would not 
have what they all desired, a proper 
system of education in the country. 

Mr. GODDARD said he quite recog- 
nised the value of the concession of the 
Government, but he thought it would 

Mr. Channing. 
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be admitted that this was a disappoint 
clause after all, and that it would not 
achieve anything like what they had 
hoped for in the direction of seco 
education. He himself felt a great 
interest in the training of teachers, and 
was a member of the deputation which 
waited on the First Lord of the Treasury 
from the Free Churches of the country, 
The right hon. Gentleman recognised in 
the fullest manner that the Nonconform- 
ists of the country had a real grievance 
in connection with the training of pupil 
teachers, and he said that it would be 


acknowledged that under the Bill they 


would be better trained than they were 
before. The right hon. Gentleman also 
pointed out that by means of the second 
clause the County Councils would beable 
to provide training colleges for teachers. 
That was the hope he held out to the 
Nonconformists in regard to the pupil 
teachers. Undoubtedly a considerable 
concession had been made by permitting 
the county boroughs to go beyond the 
2d. rate. Although other parts of the 
country could apply for special per- 
mission to spend a larger sum, many 
would not be willing to do so, and if 
they did not there was very little chance 
of additional facilities being provided 
for the training of these young people. 
The production of teachers for the 
schools of the country was one of the 
most important parts of the work, and, 
instead of being left to rate-aid, ought 
to be supported out of national funds. 
In this clause the Government had had 
a splendid opportunity of removing 4 
genuine and well recognised grievance, 
and it was to be greatly regretted that 
they had not availed themselves of it, 
and taken a broader view of the whole 
question. 


* Mr. HELME said it was a pity 
that whilst the Government were 
proposing what was intended to be 
a national system of education, no 


minimum standard of secondary educa- 


tion, applicable throughout the country, 
had been adopted. The accident of 
the place of a child’s birth ought not to 
prejudice that child in the matter of edu- 
cational facilities, Men strong in muscle 
and brain power were bred in_ the 
country, and went to supply the life of 
the towns and of the nation, and the 
Government ought to take steps to 
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was such as to deter the 


to secure proper facilities ‘for 
education. The offer of an 
lent grant would 
such places. The position of 


privat 


have been avoided. Another matte 
requiring to be dealt with was th 
higher education of girls. These wer 







that attention s 






some of them at the Report stage. 
Question put and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 








how twenty minutes to 12 







Mr. A. J. BAL 






of this clause tonight. 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
urged that the request of his right hon. 
friend the Member for South Aberdeen 
was not an unreasonable one, and hoped 
the Government would not refuse it. 
Tt was really not usual, in the 
of a Bill such as that under discussion, 
to commence the consideration of an 
important clause at so late a period of 
the sitting. 


(11.45.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
moved to omit the words “who have 
power to adopt or have adopted Part 
IIL. of this Act.” 
ithad been very useful for small towns 
to have the extra rating power which 
would enable them to provide for their 
own special necessities, and the county 
authorities frequently ‘met the amount 
#0 raised by an equal sum out. of the 
Whisky money. He admitted there 
Was a certain prima facie anomaly in 

ving these rating powers in the 
hands of local authorities who were not 
tobe the educational authorities under 
the Bill. But they had had those 

wers for the last twelve years, and 
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‘provide for the children in country | higher education 
districts where the financial position 
County 
Council spending the money necessary 
higher 
equiva- 
greatly stimulate 


schools ought also to have careful con- 
sideration, otherwise localities would be 
landed with expenditure which might 


all points to which it was very desirable 
hould be directed, and 
he hoped the Government would meet 


Mr. BRYCE suggested that, as it was 
o'clock, pro- 
gress might be reported, and the considera- 
tion of Clause 3 entered. upon tomorrow. 


FOUR thought they 
might at least begin the consideration 


, Progress | 7), 


He pointed out that | 
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rate for evening con- 
tinuation schools and other institutions 
which hitherto had been provided for 
by the School Boards, The words he 
desired to omit also. referred to the 
option with regard to the adoption of 
Part III., and he put it to the Govern- 
ment whether the time had not. come 
for an authoritative announcement as 
to their intention on that point. If 
they were of opinion that the time had 
not come, he submitted that the retention 
of the words would seriously prejudice 
the discussion of the point on Clause 5. 
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Amendment pro — 

“In page 2, line 1, to leave out from the 
word ‘ district,’ to the word ‘shall’ in line 3°” 
—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 

Question 


prvpcred, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


ause.” 


*Str FRANCIS POWELL 
words would prejudice the discussion 
which would have to take place on 
Clause 5, and therefore hoped that they 
would be omitted, 


*Mr. CHANNING said he had the 
same Amendment on the paper with a 
view to preserve to the non-county 
| boroughs below 10,000 population, and 
the urban districts below 20,000, the 
right which they now had under the 
Technical Instruction Act to rate 
themselves for the purpose of providing 
further facilities for tec nical instruction, 
‘hat was a very important right, and 
it had been exercised with great advan- 
tage by towns in his constituency, 
where the County Council had joined 
with the local authorities by aiding 
from the whisky money the rate levied 
to provide technical training. In the 
|town of Wellingborough, which had 
18,000 population, an excellent Technical 
| Institute had been built and was working 
well. It would be a great pity if such use 
ful work was to be prevented. The matter 
required full discussion, and he hoped 
the Government would not make a 
hasty reply. 

Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) remarked that it was 
these authorities, who 
had exercised _ this right with great 
advantage in the past, should be de- 

rived of the power, and he hoped the 
overnment would accept the Amend- 
ment, 
P 


thought the 
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It being midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


407 


Adjournment of 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said the Amend- 
ment raised two most important con- 
siderations. The Amendment proposed 
—quite rightly as he thought—that all 
non-county boroughs and urban districts,| Committee report progress; to sit 
itrespective of population, should have | again Tomorrow. 
the right to spend the additional penny thas 
under the clause to carry on the good} wip BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
work they had been doing, subject, of AMENDMENT BILL [(Lorps). 
course, under the altered conditions as to Considered in Committee, and reported, 
co-ordination and unification, to very| without Amendment. Read the thins 


effective county control. But, import- | ;: passed, without 
ant as that phase of the matter was, it time, and without Amendment 


was altogether insignificant when the 
probable effect of theexclusion ofthe words 
was taken in connection with elementary 
education. Before the Amendment was 
put, the Government would be com- 
“pelled to state their intention with regard 
to the permissive application of the Bill 






MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [Lorps} 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 
with Amendments. As amended, to be 
considered upon Wednesday. 


ERPSTsie 3 





CORONATION—REVIEW OF COLONIAL 
TROOPS—ACCOMMODATION FOR 


revistor by the Nember. 


to element. education. The Com- 
mittee had all 
the uncertainty on that point. The 
apr element did not appear to 
a real part of the scheme; it seemed 
rather to be an afterthought, put in to 
meet certain interests which might other- 
wise be troublesome. It would be a 
great mistake, so far as agricultural 
districts were concerned, if the option 
was retained. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN pointed out thatthe 
hon. Member was discussing Clause 5 
rather than the Amendment before the 
Committee. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said he desired to 
know whether the Government intended 
these words to remain, because, if so, 
they would probably perpetuate the 
permissive application of the Bill to 
elementary education. 


LorD HUGH CECII (Greenwich) 
asked, on a point of order, whether the 
decision on this Amendment would bind 
the Committee when it came to discuss 
Clause 5. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think it 
would bind the Committee on Clause 5. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA thought it was 
phe clear that if a proviso was inserted 
ealing with authorities who had, or had 


not, power to adopt Part III., it would 


prejudice the question of whether Clause 
5 should stand part of the Bill. 


along been hampered by | 


MEMBERS. 
On the motion for Adjournment— 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) called 
| attention to the totally inadequate 
| provision made for Members of the 

ouse df Commons at the impor- 
tant review which was to take place 
on the morrow. It seemed to many 
Members to be an example of the extra- 
ordinary discourtesy with which the 
House been treated by the present 
occupant of the Colonial office. He under- 
that some 8,000 or 10,000 seats 
were available, and a paltry 200 had been 
laced at the dis of the House. He 
oped that the First Commissioner of 
Works would be able, even at this stage, 
to make some arrangement by which hon. 
Members might attend the review. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovetas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) said he had not received 
notice of this question until five minutes 
earlier, and could only say that he would 
do what he could to make extra provision 
in the morning. The hon. Member, : 
thought, had grossly exaggerated the 
number of seats that were available. 
Never had the House been so well treated 
as in the distribution of seats for the 
Coronation: but in regard to the few 
seats—he thought some 2,000—available 
at the Horse ards tomorrow, it was 
thought that their guests from over the 
seas should have the first ehoice. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 1st July, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_—_— 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENTION 
LINES) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 

That the Committee had not proceeded 

t with the consideration of the Bill, the 
= opposition thereto having been with- 
$ drawn ; read and ordered to lie on the 

: The orders made on the 16th of 
= May and Thursday last discharged, and 
® Bill committed. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [.1.], 


: ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [x.t.], 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION (No. 2) BILL [u.1.], 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
t POWERS) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee adjourned this day 
at One o'clock ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 

N 


les revistor 


Specch trdic 


of «a 


OTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
~ Reported, with Amendments. 


at the commencement 


Read 3*, and passed. 


LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICK- 


L 

TICEHURST WATER BILL. 

x 

. SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments; 
further Amendments made; Bill passed 
and returned to the Commons. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons: read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
Ments considered, and agreed to. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL, 


Moved, that the order made on the 
14th day of March last, “That no 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after 
Thursday the 19th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read 2"; agreed to; Bills read 2* ac- 
cordingly. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 7.) BILL, 

Committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 12) BILL, 

Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

EDUCATION BOARD . PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [#.1.], 

Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* on 
Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


Q 





Volunteer 
IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [H.t.]. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1°, 
to be printed, and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
_ Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2* 
and reported from the Committee. (No. 
133.) 


RETURNS REPORTS ETC. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Statistical tables for the year 1901. 
IRISH SALMON FISHERIES. 
Return showing the relative value of 
rivate and public salmon fisheries in 
eland. 
GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. 
Report of the Astronomer-Royal to the 
Board of Visitors of the Royal Observa- 
tory, Greenwich; read at the annual 
visitation of the Royal Observatory, 7th 
June, 1902. 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 
Report from, that the one hundred and 


thirty-third volume of the Journals (Ist 
Edw. VII., 1901), with an Index, was 
ready for delivery ; read and ordered to 
lie on the Table; and the said volume 
ordered to be delivered in the same 
manner asthe preceding volumes of the 
Journals have been delivered. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.t.]}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 
UNIVERSITY OF Ne as (GRADUATES) 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL, 
PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 
FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Tuesday next. 
IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee, without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Friday next. 


{LORDS, 





Rifle Ranges. 

VOLUNTEER RIFLE RANGES. 

Toe Eart oF DARTMOUTH: My 
Lords I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for War, what proportion of the 
total amount allocated for the provision 
of Volunteer rifle ranges still remains in 
hand, what corps have been assisted, and 
to what amount. 
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*Tozt UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Lorp RAGLAN): My Lords, 
it will be within the recollection of the 
noble Earl that several sums, amounti 
in the aggregate to £170.000, have 
been set aside for the purpose of assisting 
Volunteers to form ranges. Of that 
sum £90,000 was set on one side for the 
provision of a range for the metropolitan 
district. That left £80,000 for the 
provincial corps. Of the latter sum, 
£52,389 has been expended in assisting 
181 different corps. The work which 
is now being carried on will require a 
further sum of £12,572. That will leaye 
at the present time an unexpended sum 
of £15,039. As soon as the exact amount 
has been determined, the general officers 
commanding distriets will be asked to 
state their requirements, and the expendi- 
ture of this sum will be alloted in the 
same way. 


Tue Eart oF DARTMOUTH: Will 
any Papers be issued, as in 1899! 


*LorD RAGLAN : Yes. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: [should like 
to ask whether any progress is being 
made with the arrangements for pro- 
viding a metropolitan range. The noble 
Lord said that £90,000 had been set 
aside for that purpose, and it would be 
interesting to learn whether any steps 
are being taken to supply the much-felt 
want of a rifle range somewhere near to 
London. 


*LorD RAGLAN: That matter is at 
the present moment being considered. 


Eart SPENCER : Is it being carried 
out ? 


*Lorpv RAGLAN: Yes, it is being 
carried out. 
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JOINT COMMITTEE ON WAR FUNDS. | Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
Tae EARL or DARTMOUTH, who | the Committee on the Edgware and 
had the following notice on the Paper, | Hampstead Railway Bill [Lords] to insert 
“To ask the Chancellor of Duchy of | so far as practicable in the Bill, provisions 
lancaster what steps have been taken to | to carry out the recommendations as to 
ive effect to the Report of last year’s : workmen’s trains and fares contained in 
Soint Committee on War Funds, over | the Report of the Joint Committee of 
which he presided,” said: I do not see the | Session 1901 on Underground Railways, 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Duchy | and to deal with railways promoted by 
ome: and I do not know whether the | different companies, but forming con- 
nder-Secretary for War is prepared to | tinous through routes, as one railway 
give me an answer. The Committee | for these purposes.—(Sir John Dickson- 
which sat last year dealing with the | Poynder.) 
subject of War Funds attracted the | 
greatest possible attention and they came’ COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
to a decision on the matter. I do not | PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
know whether any Member of the| Read a second time, and committed. 
Government is able to say what steps | 
have been taken to give effect to the | MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


Report. | That they have agreed to, Oyster 
1 : | and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders 
peremy was given. | Bill, without Amendment; Leamington 

: | Corporation Bill; Lancashire and York- 

_ ica oe = ~ a shire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; Kent 
Bench opposite is going to rise, but I do. Electric Power Bill, with Amendments. 
think that His Majesty’s Government, | ; . 
ho had notice of this question, should be |, Amendmeuts to, Rusthall Manor Bill 


able to give the noble Earl an answer. | [Lords] without Amendment. 


This is a matter of great importance, and | 
unless we have some satisfactory assurance | PRTITIONS. 


onthe matter I shall be inclined later on | 
to bring the matter before your Lordships’ | SOU ARION = anS ae 
House, as it is of very great importance | 
that due consideration should be given to | 


Petitions against :—From North Sal- 


the duties and responsibilities which war | er ee and Luton; to lie upon 

unfortunately brings to all classes of His | the Table. 

ane ac | EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


House adjourned at ten minutes | 


before fi ’clock, to T: - | aie 
oe: oaun, ball geet bead a erg | Petition from Salehurst, for altera- 


| tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
) ‘ 
2 
se ect emae Petitions against alteration, praying to 
'be heard by Counsel:—From George 
| Edward Briscoe Eyre; R. W. S. Griffith 
'and others; and the Commons and 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | Footpaths Preservation Society ; referred 
BUSINESS. | to the Select Committee on the Bill. 


BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | RETUBNG, REPORTS, BTV. 
BILL [Lorps] [Kixes Consent SiGNirrep]. CTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
Read the third time, and passed with | 35 ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
dments. | Return presented, relative thereto 
EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY [ordered 30th June ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 
BILL [Lorps] [By Oxper]. to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Read a second time and committed. | [No. 248.] 
Q2 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 30th June; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 249.] 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Copy presented of Statistical Tables 
for the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


IRISH SALMON FISHERIES. 
Copy presented, of Return showing 


the relative value of private and public 
salmon fisheries in Ireland [by Com- 
niand]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Draft Order in) 


Council modifying certain regulations 
contained in the schedule to the Order 


in Council of 6th March, 1902 [by Act]; | 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 250.] 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Astronomer Royal to the Board of 
Visitors of the Royal Observatory, 
Greenwich [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND 
TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION. 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
eatimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
Foundation for the ‘age 1902-3 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 251.] 

UNIVERSITY COLLEGES (GREAT 
BRITAIN) (GRANT IN AID). 

Copy ordered, “ of (i.) Treasury Minute 
of the 20th day of March, 1901 ; (ii.) the 
Reports of the 31st day of December, 
1901 by the ed (iii.) Treasury 
Minute of the 14th day of February, 1902; 


(iv.) the Report of the Committee dated | 


the 10th day of June, 1902; and (v.) 
Treasury Minute, of the 16th day of 
June, 1902, relating to the Grant in Aid 
of University Colleges, Great Britain 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 245, of Session 1897).”—(Mr, Austen 
Chamberlain.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


South Africa—Chartered Company's 
Financial Statement for 1901. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
vate sat To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will explain 
why the financial statements of the 
British South Africa Company for the 
year 1901 have not been laid upon the 
Table of this House, in accordance with 
the provisions of the Charter. 


(Answer.) I am expecting to receive 
shortly a financial statement for 190], 
similar to those which I ‘laid upon the 
Table in Juiy, 1901, and will lay it as 
soon as I receive it.—(Colonial Office.) 


Chartered Company— Agreements 
with Imperial Government. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
there are any financial or other agree- 
ments between the Government and the 
Chartered Company that are not dis 
closed in Parliamentary documents ; and, 
if so, will he state the nature of such 
agreements ; and whether there is any 
financial indebtedness from the Chartered 
Company to the British Government, or 
from the British Government to the 
Chartered Company at present existing ; 
and, if so, will he give particulars. 


(Answer.) There is an agreement 
between the Government and the British 
South Africa Company for the purpose 
of carrying out the provisions of Clauses 
13 and 14 of the Barotseland Order in 
Council, and an agreement between the 
British Central Africa Protectorate and 
the Company, in regard to the cost of 
the police in North-Eastern Rhodesia. 
I have no knowledge of any such in- 
debtedness. There may possibly be some 
claims in respect of stores supplied to the 
War Office.—(Colonial Office.) 


Lough Swilly Railway—Burtonport 
Station Approach. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) : To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the County Council of Donegal 
has expressed dissatisfaction with the 
proposed approach road to the new rail- 
way station at Burtonport, on the ground 
that it will, as at present planned, e0- 
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eroach upon the quay; and whether he | State for War whether, on the oceasion 
will request the Board of Works to re-| of the review of Indian troops on 
consider their plans in order, if possible, | Wednesday next, he will arrange to have 
to avoid adding to the congestion ofa limited amount of standing room, 
traffic along the quay. | behind the line of sentries, reserved for 
/ such Members of this House, accompanied 
“peor nie gear aca mig hed | by not more than one friend each, as may 
iscss as eissiewent. 2 tender and anit be unable to secure seats on the stands. 
able, does not encroach upon the pier, | (Answer.) I will do the best I can, 
and gap pe oni _ a —_ with the limited accommodation at my 
It wi much cheaper than the road | disposal, to provide for the convenience 


posed by the County Council, and | (Tad , 
aaah more convenient for the inhabitants. | of hon. Members. —({India Offic.) 


It will be within the Parliamentary | , ‘ e \ 
limits, and, being a necessary work, the Preservation of Big Game in Africa. 
Lough Swilly Railway Company will be Mr. SETON-KARR (St Helens): To 
bound to maintain it, whereas they could ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
probably successfully dispute liability to what regulations for the protection of big 
maintain the alternative road. — (/rish game in South Africa and British West 
Office.) Africa are nowin force ; and if any game 
' reserves have been established in those 
peeerhouny ond Burtonport Extension— colonies; and, if so, will he state their 
7 malta s Dar ec ae ner , | eoality and extent, and by what means 
MR. AW: Lo ask the Ohle! js their sanctity enforced. 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of, . 
rd whee he amare int (dane) Ordinanes or Prodlamstions 
, ave been passed in each of the Britis 
OF isagh Swilly Railway Yer & West African Colonies and Protectorates 
oS. . 2 ; for the protection of wild animals. 
Peas their hogs —, pre ype | Power is taken in these Ordinances or 
Dering Usaibiialaoey yn the skcirasion Sa | sige — — tyes pee ve a. 
; | but none have ye en constituted. 
Dubin and allt and osechanvel| Regulations under tho Ordinances aod 
has undertaken to work the Letterkenny apa .~s ed being Sey alarm 
and Burtonport Extension, now being i nae rem a A il | x e Col a 
nde -weag Pesala iBreres.ro0 ff dakontl “a the cen Territorise 
bay ne at A Patna Se separately. References to the Ordinances 


arrange their time table so as to ensure d Procl . x bel 

through connection between stations on | #24 *Toclamations are given below— 

the Burtonport line and the afternoon | ee ee ees see ae _ p . sei 
; ; | Sierra one Urdinance ... eo JNO. 0 

mail trains at Londonderry. | Gold Coast Ordinance ... ... No. 2 of 1901 

Lagos Ordinance... ... ... No. 15 of 1900 

a r.) - eee, the facts ATC | Southern N igeria Proclamation No. 8 of 1901 

as stated in the first part of the Question. | Northern Nigeria Proclamation No. 15 of 1901 


By Section 17 of the 62 & 63 Vic., cap. | 

50, the intervention of the new Dapet. | The th pu Ro of Cape owed 
ment to consider and investigate com-|Q7 *9° SU ae he y eriag Noa 36 ae 
plaints of this character is restricted to | ‘8, © ype Posy rig f “Tas 4 "d 
matters other than those affecting the | 1886, 38 of 1605, 4 @ Sag: 
Postmaster General. Under the circum- | * * gents p Reascilag mia ro 
Ty | : u 

ears: pornape. a -ham: Bowater. will Ordinance No. 6 of 1899; and that of 


place himself in direct communication | - 
with the Department of the Postmaster the Bechuanaland Protectorate in the 


General.—(JIrish Office.) | High Commissioner’s Proclamation of the 
|19th September 1893. His Majesty’s 


Review of Indian Troops—Accommoda- | Government are in communication with 
tion for Members. ithe South African Governments with 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, | regard to the steps to be taken for carry- 
Fareham): To ask the Secretary of | ing out the provisions of the Convention 
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for the Preservation of Wild Animals, | completed his consideration in res 
ete., in South Africa, one of the pro-| of the purchase of Army horses, att 
visions of which relates to the establish- | s0, can he now state, and will he publish, 
ment, as far as possible, of reserves.— | ances ily age, ae ee - 
Colonial Office. | approxima: rice to paid ; 

er | whether he will be able to concede ¢ Mat 


‘ , , +b. _| in point of age to lighten the expense of 
Review of Cotental Condinanate ones | the breeder in keeping horses from three 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): | * five years of age. 
To ask the Secretary of State for War Se 
whether he will explain why the Military, THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
authorities allot an insufficient number THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Sranzey, 
of tickets to the Members of the Com-| Lancashire, Westhoughton): The con- 
mons House of Parliament, whilst | 8ideration of the various ‘questions con- 
officials of the Government Departments | nected with the purchase of horses is not 


i f tickets. | yet completed. The age, size and de 
are permitted a larger number of ticke action ail ba: lomo an 


(Answer.) The distribution of tickets | publicity but it is not considered advisable 
for the Review of this morning was|to make known the price. As re 
entrusted to the Colonial Office, in order | the last part of the Question, this point 
that Colonials might receive full share | will, amongst others, be borne in mind. 
of the places. The arrangements had to | 
be made under very great pressure, but! Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Members of the House of Commons President of the Board of Agriculture if 
received about 300 tickets, which were | he has been able to arrange with the War 
distributed in the best manner that time | Office to give information from time to 
permitted. I am not aware that officials | time to agriculturists and stock breeders 
of Government Departments received | regarding the requirements of the 


Questions. 


any large number of places.—(Colonial |Remount Departments, particularly with 


Office.) ‘respect to such points as direct sale to 
| War Office agents, the kind and age of 

Education Bill--Pinancial Arrangements. animals required, and some indication of 

Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, the price which may be expected. 

Northwich): To ask the First Lord of | 

the Treasury whether he will, on an early | Ty PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 

day, put on the Paper the clause to be} AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnsury, 

roposed to the Education (England and | Preston): Yes, Sir, and a circular will 


ales) Bill to carry out the provision by | yery shortly be issued giving full infor- 
which the counties should give aid to} mation on these points. 
those districts in their areas which | 
happen to be specially burdened. ; : P 
Egypt—Crime Among Native Population 
(Answer.) The Amendment to carry | —The Capitulations. 


out the provision referred to was placed | 
on the Paper on 23rd June. It will be 
found as an Amendment to insert after | 
“charge,” in Clause 13, page 5, line 36, | 
the words “such portion as they think | 
fit, not being less than one-half or more 
than three-quarters of,” and a correspond- 
ing Amendment on the same clause and 
page, line 41.—(Treasury.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Horse Purchasing. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for ar whether he has 





Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, seeing that crime is 
increasing in Egypt, will he say whether 
any effort is being made to bring about a 
modification of the capitulations, and a 
decrease of crime. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The increase of 
crime reported in Lord Cromer’s annual 
despatch has occurred among the native 
population and would not be affected in 
any material degree by a modification of 
the capitulations. 
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Honduras—Case of John M‘Guinne. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he will state what facilities, if 
any, will be afforded by the Foreign Office 
to John M‘Guinne, a native of Sligo and 
a British subject, in the prosecution of 
his claim against the Government of 
Honduras for false imprisonment and 
confiscation of his property. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: As the hon. 
Gentleman is aware, we have not been 
able to support M‘Guinne’s claim to the 
full amount which he has put forward, 
but the steps which His Majesty’s 
Government have taken in the matter are 
described in my letter to the hon. Member 
of the 13th of May. Pending their 
result no further action can be taken. 


Ventilation of the House of Commons. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) : I beg 
toask the First Commissioner of Works 
what steps, if any, have been taken to 
improve the ventilation and other sanitary 
urangements of the House of Commons 
building during the last two months. 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovG as, Kent, St. 
Augustine): The Committee recently 
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appointed to report on the ventilation of 
the House is carefully considering the 
question, but has not yet finished its 
investigations. Most of the improve- 
ments in the Committee rooms, etc., | 
for which provision was made in this 
year’s Vote have been carried out, but 
the completion of the work has not been 
practicable while the business of the | 
House has been going on. 


Scottish School Board Registers. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that a| 
fetition has recently been presented to | 
this House from the County Council of 
(aithness, and also from the County 
Council of Haddington, in favour of the 
School Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill ; 
ind, seeing that this Bill seeks to redress 

alleged grievances of thousands of 
householders, more especially in the 
ighland crofting counties, who at 
present have no vote at School Board 
ctions by reason of their rentals 
being less than £4, will he consider the 
ey of initiating legislation on the 
ject, or arrange for the Bill now before 
House to receive the support of the 

ent. 
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THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Morray, Buteshire): I am 
willing to assume the fact mentioned by 
the hon. Member in the first paragraph, 
but as has already been stated to the hon. 
Member it is not possible at present to 
legislate on the subject. 


Irish Fisheries—Roads Slip, County 
Kerry. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Board will carry out 
the necessary improvements on the slip 
at Roads, County Kerry, before the 
autumn fishing commences, in view of 
the impossibility of using the slip in its 
present condition. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
funds at present available for such works 
are all hypothecated to projects which 
were submitted at earlier dates. The 
Board regrets, therefore, it cannot favour- 
ably entertain the application mentioned 
in the Question. 


Inspection of Irish Boarded-out Children. 

Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the number 
of lady inspectors recently appointed for 
the care of boarded-out children in 
Ireland, and the nature of the qualifica- 
tions requisite for such inspectors ; and 
how, or by what authority, are the 
appointments made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
appears not to be aware that several 
similar questions have already been put 
to me. I would refer him to my replies 
to the questions of the hon. and learned 
Member for North Louth, and the hon. 
Member for Queen’s County, on the 
28th-May, and 26th June. 


United Irish League and Crimes Act 
Prosecutions. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has received copy of Resolu- 
tion passed unanimously by the County 
Council of Queen’s County, on the 16th 
June, expressing adhesion to the prin- 
ciples of the United Irish League, and 
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entering a protest against proceedings 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act; and, seeing that similar 
resolutions Lave been passed by other 
County and District Councils, whether 
the Government wil] consider the repre- 
sentations of those local public bodies. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. But if 
the Question accurately describes the 
Resolution, I have to say that questions 
of policy are decided by the votes of 
Members in this House. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., N.): 
Has not a similar Resolution been adopted 
unanimously by the 

- Council ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Irish Ordnance Survey. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a new 
series of coloured ordnance survey maps 
for England, Scotland, and Wales, on 
the scale of four miles to the inch, has 
been prepared for publication; and, 
whether, seeing that provision has not 
been made for the publication of a 
similar series for Ireland, he can state 
whether any representations have been | 
made on the subject with a view to| 
remedying this inequality ; and, if so, 
what steps does he propose to take. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Gentle- 
man has been misinformed. Provision 
has been made for the publication of a 
similar map for Ireland, but its com- 
pletion had necessarily to await the 
revision of the one-inch survey. I hope, 
however, that the publication of the 
quarter-inch map may be begun next 
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the Limerick and Kerry districts, op 
the ground that they are detrimental 
to the trade of the towns in thoge 
districts, as well as to that of the city 
of Limerick, and suggesting the neces. 
sity of coming to terms with the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Com. 
pany ; and, if so, will he state whether 
the Postmaster General intends to take 
any action in reference to this matter. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg also 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he can state whether the Postmaster 
General has taken any steps to remedy 
the alleged grievances in the districts of 
Limerick and Kerry in respect to the 
carriage and delivery of mails. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General has received copies of 
resolutions from the Chamber of com- 
merce and the County Borough Council 
of Limerick respecting the railway and 
postal arrangements in the district 
served by the Limerick and Kerry 
Railway. It appears from the published 
time tables that the Railway Company 
intend on the 1st July to restore as far 
as Listowel the 10.15 a.m. train from 
Limerick, which was formerly used for 
the down day mail. Arrangements are 
accordingly being made for it to be 
used again for the mail service. 


NEW BILLS. 


MARINE WORKS (IRELAND). 


(2.25.) Tae CHIEF SECRETARY 
ror IRELAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover) 
said he desired to ask the leave of the 
House to introduce a measure, the main 


year. |object of which was to give further 
| facilities to the fishing population of the 

Limerick and Kerry Postal ‘congested districts on the west coast of 
ments. ‘Ireland. It would also assist other i 

Mr. O’SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, | dustries such as the quarries near the 
W.): I beg to ask the. Secretary to the| west coast. As to its object, little need 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster | be said, for when they were discussing 
General, whether he is aware that the | the operations of the Congested Districts 
Postmaster General received resolutions | Board on the 14th March there was 4 
from the Chamber of Commerce and | welcome consensus of opinion in all parts 
County Borough Council of Limerick of the House that further facilities should 
condemning the present railway and | be given to men who had shown such 
postal arrangements in connection with | enterprise in the discharge of their 
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hazardous occupation, and so much| five kippering stations. There were 
honesty in the discharge of their obliga-| also many local buyers and curers of 
tions. But as the principles of the Bill | fish in Mayo, Donegal, and Galway ; last 
jnvolved a great many financial question§, | year £34,000 was paid in wages among 
it would be more convenient to discuss | 2,651 fishermen, and £4,000 to 824 
them when the terms of the Bill were in| persons occupied in subsidiary work on 
the hands of hon. Members. In 1883 | shore. But the Board could not find 
the charge of maintaining harbours in | capital out of income to improve har- 
Ireland was transferred from the Ex-|bours; nor could the capital be found 
chequer to the local bodies. On the west | out of rates which were already in many 
coast of Ireland the rating problem had | places up to 8s. and 10s. in the pound. 
amost forbidding aspect, and one con-| There was therefore a claim for further 
sequence of the change had been that | assistance to these fishermen, who had 
useful works had fallen into disrepair. | often borrowed £300 or £400 to pur- 
Another was that it had been impossible | chase larger boats and more expensive 
toconstruct out of the rates works which | gear. This they had done on the advice 
ought to have been constructed. Since | of a Government Department, and they 
1883 a large portion of the Irish Church | might justly ask for security against a 
surplus—a sum of £250,000—had been | danger physical and financial which the 
devoted to the construction of harbours ; | absence of adequate harbour accommoda- 
but it was hastily allocated in the|tion might involve. The methods by 
absence of the experience which had| which the Bill sought to obtain its 
since been gained. The Irish Congested | objects might be divided under two 
Districts Board had since 1891 ad-' heads—construction and maintenance, 
ministered a small annual grant for | In respect of construction the Bill pro- 
these purposes; and, thanks to the | vided, without sinking fund or interest, 
devotion of their Fishery Commissioner, an absolute free grant of £100,000 for 
and the enterprise of the fishermen on | works to be agreed on between the Irish 
the west coast, their efforts nad been | Government and the counties concerned. 
crowned with conspicuous and continued | As to maintenance, the past afforded a 
success. While spending some money | sad experience, and the Bill submitted a 
on smaller schemes, the Board had|new plan. What was necessary was 
wisely concentrated itself in the main on | the stitch in time to prevent dilapida- 
those spots which combined natural | tions fromincreasing. ‘The Government 
facilities with professional aptitude on | believed that maintenance could be best 
the part of the population. He could | effected by constant expert inspection, 
best tell the House the nature of the and could be best defrayed out of what 
suecess achieved by the Board and still | might be called an insurance fund. At 
more by the fishermen by reminding | the present moment the liability for the 
hon. Members that last year was a very | maintenance of such works rested upon 
stormy one on the west coast, and it | the countiesin Ireland. The duty would 
would be natural to expect less success in | still rest on the district interested. The 
the fishery ; but in the Isle of Arran, | plan in the Bill was that the contribution 
which used to be a byword of poverty, | should be given towards this mainten- 
the spring net fishing brought in over | ance and insurance fund by agreement 
£3,000; and in the autumn herring | between the counties and the Govern- 
fishery of Donegal £35,000 was won|ment. Any toll on merchants using 
from the sea. These, the highest figures | these harbours would go to reduce the 
yet attained, were reached in an incle-| county contribution towards the insur- 
ment year. In earlier years the Con-| ance fund. Ifthe tolls covered the whole 
pred Districts Board not only assisted | fund, then no charge would rest on the 
y giving instruction and aang | emeey: The normal contribution was 
money, but also bought and cured| placed at 14 per cent. on the capital 
the catches of fish. But now the| devoted to constructive work, but as 
work was done on an economic basis. | Soon as the maintenance and insurance 
Por the last five years there had been | fund reached £6,000, the security was, 
independent buyers, and last season | in the opinion of the Government, ample 


there were forty curing stations, and} to the contribution, which would be 
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then diminished or discontinued. The 
Bill provided that a higher amount than 
14 per cent. should be given, but this 
would be abnormal and would only come 
into operation if a group of counties 
thought it wise to embark on some 
large project which exposed them to 
more than the usual risks. The Bill 
was drawn to assist the population of 
the congested districts, and the free 
grant appertained to them. But the 
hon. and gallant Member for West Clare, 
and the hon. Member for East Clare, 
had often drawn his attention to 
Liscannor Harbour. He had visited 
that harbour, which was in the county 
of Clare, but just outside the limit of 
the Act of 1891. Of the cost of putting 
the harbour, into a proper condition, 
a sum representing two-thirds would 
be contributed out of the free grant, 
but the remaining third would have 
to be provided by persons interested 
in the locality—persons for instance 
who were to a large extent interested 
in the quarrying industry in that 
county. As to the financial scheme 
generally, he would take the case of 


four typical counties, Donegal, Mayo, 


Galway and Clare. A 1d. rate levied 
on the whole of those counties would 
produce £5,900, more than the 14d. 
per cent. required on the £100,000 grant ; 
indeed it almost touched the limit of 
the maintenance and insurance fund. 
By a 43d. rate the required sum 
could be provided in two years. It 
was not proposed, however, to bind 
the counties to a universal county rate, 
but if they rated the seaboard rural 
districts alone, ld. rate would give 
more than £1,500, that was to say 
more than the 14 per cent. required, 
and in four years the reserve fund 
would be created. Still he considered 
the county rate preferable, for the 
burden would then fall more lightly 
on the ratepayers. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he gathered from what had been 
stated by the right hon. Gentleman 
that an opportunity would be given 
for adeyuate discussion on the Second 
Reading. It would be absurd to expect 
that the Bill should pass to the Com- 
mittee without discussion. He had 
listened with great attention to the 


Mr. Wyndham, 
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right hon. Gentleman, and he was 
bound to say he thought that the 
measure had been materially cha 
from the early draft which he had 
been privileged to see. Indeed he 
thought it had been considerably 
improved, but until the Bill was seen 
in print it would be impossible to 
express a definite opinion upon it. As 
to the objects the right hon. Gentleman 
had in view, everybody would be in 
agreement with them, and the only 
criticism he would now make on the 
matter, the amount of money proposed 
seemed to be very small, considering 
the enormous sums that were being 
expended in this country on education 
and other purposes. It would be a wise 
step to extend the principle of the free 
ant irrespective of the limits of the 
ongested Districts Board to all places 
where a fair case could be made out 
for assistance of this character. He did 
not think it would be fair either to 
himself or to the right hon. Gentleman 
to say anything further at present. 
He was quite satisfied with the assur- 
ance he had received that there should 
be an adequate opportunity for the 
discussion of the Bill on the Second 
Reading and he would wait until he 
saw it in print before saying any more. 


Bill to facilitate the execution and 
maintenance of marine works in Ireland; 
and for other like purposes, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Wyndham, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland. 


MARINE WORKS (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To facilitate the execution and main- 
tenance of marine works in Ireland; 
and for other like purposes,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 260.] 

LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the Lands Valuation 
(Scotland) Acts in regard to the law re- 
lating to the rating of machinery,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Renshaw, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Sir John Leng, 
Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Bonar Law, Mr. Ure, 
Mr. Nicol, Mr. Craig, and Colonel Denny; 
to be read a oma time upon Wednes- 
day, 9th July, and to be printed. [Bill 
261.] 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 3 :-— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 1, to leave out from the 
word ‘ district,’ to the word ‘shall,’ in line 3.” 
—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
gy to be left out stand part of the 
e.” 


*(2.40.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan) said that there was a very 
widespread desire to secure the 
mission of the power of adoption from 
the Clause. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I think the point 
mised by the hon. Member should be 
dealt with under Clause 5. 


*Sirn FRANCIS POWELL: I am pro- 
testing against the retention of the word 
“adoption,” and I wish to point out to 
the Committee that from communications 
Ihave received— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 
The real point is whether non-county 
boroughs or urban districts are to have 
the powers proposed in Clause 3, or 
whether they are to be limited to the 
boroughs and urban districts mentioned 
in Clause 1. 


Lloep EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he desired to 
make an appeal to the Government to 
weept the Amendment. There was 
séngular unanimity inside and outside of 
the House for leaving out these words. 
What object could there be in throwing, 
% to say, cold water upon the good will 

any urban authority which was willing 
to rate itself for the purposes of the Act? 
This matter had an important bearing 
m the provision in the second Clause, 
Wansferring to the local education 
authority property rights and liabilities 
meurred under the Technical Instruc- 
fon Acts. If the Section were passed 
with these words in it, it meant that 
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any urban authority with a population 
below 10,000, and any non-county 
borough with a population of less than 
20,000, would not only be deprived of 
their rights in regard to the future, but 
also of any property they might have 
acquired by spending money in the past. 
He could not but think that that was an 
extraordinary proposal to be made, 
especially by a Conservative Government. 
e knew a number of urban authorities 
that had built technical institutes, or had 
joined with the County Council in doing 
so, and why should Parliament step in 
and deprive them of their property. 
handing it over to an authority which 
did not want to receive it. A good deal 
had been heard about the apathy of the 
rural districts and the smaller towns in the 
cause of education. He thought there was 
a good deal more public spirit in those dis- 
tricts than some hon. Members imagined. 
He listened with gratitude to the spirited 
defence of them by the hon. Member for 
the Carnarvon Boroughs, and he agreed 
that they ought to do everything they 
could to keep up the existing state of 
things. As far as he knew, there was 
absolute unanimity between the County 
Councils and the Municipal Boroughs in 
this matter, both bodies having passed 
resolutions ‘asking the Government to 
withdraw the restriction of the Clause. 


Tue FIRST LORD oF tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.) confessed that the atmosphere of the 
House was strangely different from what 
it was when the Government were fighting 
the serried phalanx of the Opposition 
over the first Clause. Everybody would 
admit that the Clause as it stood made 
the Bill more symmetrical than would be 
the case if the Amendment were accepted, 
but he entirely agreed with the noble 
Lord that what they had to consider was 
not symmetry but the practical working 
of the Bill. Now the County Councils, 
as represented by the chairmen of three 
County Councils who had taken part in 
this debate, were all perfectly clear that 
by giving these powers to the smaller 
boroughs and urban districts there would 
be no derogation in any way from the posi- 
tion of the County Councils; and, that 
being so, there evidently could be no 
objection from the Goverment point of 
view to giving those powers. That would 
have this immense advantage, that it 
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added to the amount available for second- 
ary education. Great complaint was 
made yesterday that the 2d. rate allowed 
by the Bill would prove insufficient for 
the needs of secondary education in 
districts outside the limits of the County 
Councils. If there was any foundation 
for that charge, it was greatly diminished 
by leaving the power to rate themselves. 
The only danger he could imagine was 
that there might be friction between 
them and the County Council ; but if the 
chairmen of County Councils were them- 
selves quite clear that it was to their 
interest that the Amendment should pass, 
that they would find it not more difficult 
but easier to work with those smaller 
boroughs, then he thought it would be 
‘a very imprudent thing for the Govern- 
ment to resist their view. In _ these 
circumstances he was ready to accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
had heard with great pleasure the state- 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury. 
He was glad the right hon. Gentleman 
showed so open a mind. It was not 
necessary for him to repeat the arguments, 
but, in order to illustrate how it would 
work, he might say that there were a 
great many small towns which possessed 
grammar schools, which in many cases 
had fallen into decay. The power now 
proposed to be given would encourage 
those small towns to renovate those 
grammar schools and put them on their 
legs again. It was most desirable to 
stimulate local interest; and nothing 
could do so more than to enable the 
authorities of small areas to exercise the 
power of rating themselves for the sake 
of establishing their own centres of second- 
ary education. There was no reason 
why the general organisation of secondary 
education all over the country should not 
go on in perfect harmony with what had 
been done in local areas. He was, there- 


fore, very glad that the Government had 
accepted the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that before the Amend- 
ment was accepted he would like 
to point out that there was very 
little left of the “one authority” prin- 
ciple which was said to underlie the 
Bill. The Government had now effec- 
tively got rid of their great principle 
of “one authority.” It was a perfect 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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sham now to say that this was a Bill 
to establish one authority for education, 
He regretted that the Amendment 
had been accepted, and thought it 
a mistake. He was not at all sure 
that it would increase the amount 
available for secondary education, ag 
the Leader of the House stated 
Let them take the case of Stockton, 
That borough ought to get £1,300 as its 
share of the whisky money. But the 
borough rated itself to the extent of g 
halfpenny for its schools and received 
from the County Council only some £300. 
The danger was that the County Councils 
would act in a similar way under this 
clause, and the effect would be that the 
urban areas would be rated—as had been 
the case since this Government came 
into power—for the purpose of relieving 
the rates in the country districts. The 
effect of this alteration would also be to 
diminish the pressure which might other- 
wise be brought to bear upon the County 
Councils by the people—to do their duty 
in regard to secondary education. The 
representatives of the urban areas on 
the County Councils might fight fora 
rate for higher education, but the rural 
representatives would be able to meet 
them with the answer, “If you wanta 
school you can rate yourselves to pay for 
it.” He was afraid the effect would be 
prejudicial to a general system of second- 
ary education. Under the Amendment 
the country would be cut up into 400 
or 500 autonomous areas, each of which 
would run its own schools, as it thought 
best. That, he thought, would be 4 
great misfortune for education. The 
Amendment also completely shattered 
the system of one authority, which was 
set up by the Bill. 


*Smr ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said notwithstanding what had been 
said it was true there had been con- 
siderable friction between the County 
Councils and non-county boroughs as to 
the allocation of the.whiskey moneys, but 
he believed the acceptance of this Amend- 
ment would lead to a great deal more 
desirable co-operation between County 
and non-County Borough Councils 
in education matters. It would also 
enable each district, acting on Its own 
initiative, to consult its own needs as to 
the industrial education particularly 
suited to it. He had before him the 
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case of Ripon —an agricultural com- 
munity in the great manufacturing West 
Riding—which he was sure, by acting on 
its own initiative, would be able the 
better to meet its needs and to promote 
its own education and industries. Even if 
the symmetry of the Bill had been sacri- 
ficed to some extent by the Amendment, 
the latter was, from the local educational 
point of view, a practical one, and would 
preserve and promote, instead of destroy- 
ing, much of the best educational work, 
and the point as to one educational 
authority was theoretical and academic 
and at variance with the proviso to 
Clause 2 of the Bill itself. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) joined in the thanks to the 
Government for having accepted the 
Amendment. In his own constituency 
there were four towns which possessed 
excellent technical schools, two of them 
personal gifts by Sir Joseph Vardin, to 
the two towns in the neighbourhood of 
which he had made his great fortune. 
It would be a great hardship to these 
towns to prevent them keeping up their 
own schools, of which they were so 
proud, and in which the inhabitants 
took so keen an interest. The effect of 
the acceptance of the Amendment would 
be extremely wholesome in the country, 
but he hoped the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury would make clear what the position 
of these schools would be in the future. 
They were worked under the Technical 
Instruction Act which was to be repealed. 
They would henceforward work under the 
_ and supervision of the County 

uncil. The County Council now gave 
grants and appointed managers. It was 
desired that state of things should con- 
tinue which would preserve to a con- 
siderable extent the idea of one authority. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, 
N.), speaking as one who had been con- 
verted by the eloquence of the First 
Lord, pointed out that-in the early stage 
ofthe Bill the right hon. Gentleuan had 
stated that to divorce primary from 
secondary education was to throw money 
into the sea. The right hon. Gentleman 
the day after he made that speech 
accepted Amendments which tended 
more and more to that separation ; and 
the Amendment now before the House 
completed the divorce. Small boroughs 
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and districts which could not be trusted 
with primary education were to be 
trusted with secondary education, while 
larger boroughs and districts which 
might be trusted with primary education 
could not be entrusted with secondary 
education. That might be wholly consis- 
tent with the leading principle of the Bill 
that there should be one authority, and it 
might be perfectly plain to the right hon. 
Gentleman, but to his humble intelligence 
it was quite incomprehensible. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked if 
Section 2 of the Second Schedule would 
disappear, and the rights of authorities to 
existing properties remain with them. It 
would be rather peculiar if they were to 
be given the right to rate themselves for 
the maintenance of certain institutions, 
when their property in those institutions 
was transferred to the County Council. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
had better wait until that point of the 
Bill is reached. 


Mr. WHITLEY: But certain words 
will have to be introduced into this 
Amendment unless it is understood that 
the section is to be omitted when it is 
reached. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have 
no intention of depriving any authority 
of its property. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
congratulated the Government on having 
met the general feeling of the House by 
accepting the Amendment, which would 
enable no fewer than eighty-four of the 
smaller urban districts in Lancashire to 
continue to use the penny rate. Could the 
First Lord of the Treasury say how the 
non-county borough of Lancaster, which 
was included in the constituency he had 
the honour of representing, would be 
placed in the future? Hitherto the Cor- 

ration had had the power under the 
Frechnical Instruction Act to constitute a 
Technical Education Committee and that 
Committee received from the county a 
certain portion of tie money voted out of 
the whisky moneys of the county. The 
Corporation had the right to appoint its 
own Committee and manage the science, 
art, and other teaching, and objected to 
be deprived of that privilege. He took it 
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that that power would lapse entirely, | to support secondary education, but the 
unless the Government made some pro-| County Council might wish to draw out 
vision, having now accepted this arrange- | of ;the obligation to assist them unless 
ment to empower the Corporation to con-| the Treasury gave an equivalent grant, 
stitute a local Committee under the Actso | In fact, by the Clause as it oa the 
that they might have the legal power of |Government was pursuing a policy of 
handling and controlling the proceeds of | robbing the non-county boroughs and 
the penny rate which they were at the | the urban districts in order to pay the 
present time authorised to levy. Was the | County Councils. He thought they 
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Government prepared to introduce a new | were entitled to ask the First Lord of 


clause to give local authorities the necess- | the Treasury two questions. 
ary powers under the new Act enabling | whether, if those small 
| boroughs and urban 


them to administer concurrently with the 


County Council the money raised by them, 
or were the County Council to have the 


entire nomination of the local Com- 


mittees ? 


First, 
non-county 
districts which 
already made a contribution of 1d. for 
| secondary education, were to be com- 
| pelled to do something else for secondary 


education apart from the whisky money ; 


_ THE VICE PRESIDENT or THE COM- | and second, whether, if a rate was levied 


MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCA. 
TION (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge 
University): We shall be able to deal 
with that under Clause 12. That is 
the point at which we can most con- 
veniently discuss the necessary Amend- 
ment. 


(3.15.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Gla- 
morganshire, Mid.) said the concessions 
being made from day to day made 
it difficult to understand the Bill. 
Of course, on the Report stage there 
would be more time for consideration. 
He did not want to rub into the Govern- 
ment the question of the “‘ one authority,” 
which had gone by the board, Indeed, 
it had been from the first a mere pre- 
text. He did not know how many new 
educational authorities were now goin 
to be introduced, but he had been wait- 
ing for the intervention in the debate 
of the hon. Member for Camberwell, 
who had no doubt in hig waistcoat 
pocket the exact number of the new 
authorities that would be introduced. 
There were practical difficulties in the 
way of making this scheme, apparently 
so simple, a success in the small county 
boroughs and the small urban districts. 
But by this Clause not asingle voice was 
given them in the appointment of the 
Committee to control the schools. They 
were not made the educational authority. 
He was very glad indeed for any small 
concession from the Government which 
would enable some money to be spent on 
secondary education, but what effect 
would this Amendment have in practice ? 
The small non-county boroughs and the 
small urban districts might be prepared 


Mr. Helme. 


| on these non-county boroughs and small 
|urban districts they would have any 
authority over the schools in their area, 
or was the control to be vested com- 
| pletely in the County Councils ? 

| *Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
|E.) said that the questions asked 
by the hon. Gentleman were extremely 
important. He thought they ought 
to have some intelligible explanation 
| of the legal position of the non- 
_ county boroughs and the urban districts ; 
|and whether they would be able to co- 
relate one with another in the exercise 
of their powers. Some of them might 
| be willing to rate themselves for second- 
ary education, but they might find 
|themselves in a muddie with an ad- 


| ministrative county. 


| *Tae CHAIRMAN said that those 
| questions raised by the hon. Member 
_were not really relevant to the question 
before the Committee. 


*Mr. CHANNING asked why then his 
| hon. friend was allowed to discuss them. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said that if the urban 
councils wished to establish a second- 
ary school, and the County Councils 
wished to do so also, it would 
almost inevitably be in the same town. 
Would it not be a simpler plan for the 
County Council to go to the urban 
district council and ask them if they 
proposed to establish a secondary school 
in such and such a town? 
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*T ae CHAIRMAN said that that again 
was not a question relevant to the 
Amendment. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) said that they could 
not deal with all the varying cir- 
cumstances which might arise in any 

icular locality. All that was wanted 
was perfect freedom ; and therefore he 
thought that they should leave the 

Clause to stand as it was. 


Question put, and negatived, 


*Mr. ‘ HANNING said the Amendment 
dandin: in his name raised a very 
important point ; and he was very glad 
that it was in order. The point of his 
Amendment would be obvious to all 


who had considered the results of the | 


Qockerton judgment, and also the| 
form and scope of the Technical, 
Instruction Act. Under these, the} 
School Boards had no power of rating | 
for ‘ other than elementary ” education. | 
He wished, on the principle asserted | 
by the First Lord of the Treasury the | 
previous night, to give greater elasticity 
and power to the local education 
authorities to carry out secondary edu- | 
cation in their own way. It seemed to| 
him, after the modifications made in | 


{1 Jury 1902} 





Bill. 438 


said to all that his Amendment con- 
templated, because this Amendment 
contemplated an extension of secondary 
education under School Boards beyond 
the powers they now possessed, but the hon. 
Member’s views were entirely, in essence, 
in agreement with the Amendment 
which he now moved. Some of the 
great School Boards, especially in the 
North of England, had shown a desire to 
follow the splendid example given by the 


| Scottish School Boards in carrying out 


their educational policy in that country. 


if?) Hethought thatifthis element of elasticity 
| was introduced into the Bill, and if the 
| School Boards were retained at all, they 


would be able to carry on education; 


|other than elementary, in a manner 


which would remove many existing 
disadvantages from the Cockerton judge 
ment, and would expand higher educa- 
tion on bold and practical lines as in 
Scotland. 

Amendment proposed—In page 2, 
line 3,after the word ‘ Act’ insert the 
words ‘and also any School Board.’ ’— 
(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed—“ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 


the Bill, that the machinery of the Gentleman could hardly expect the 
single authority working in a single | Government to accept the Amendment. 
large area with absolute powers on | Whatever might be thought of the ad hoc 
single and uniform lines, had dis-| authority, the powers which had been 


appeared from the Bill altogether. 
They had converted the Bill into an 
experimental Bill. One of the wisest 
speeches made in recent years on the edu- 
tation question had been delivered by the 
tight hon. Member for Dartford at last 
year's meeting of the Technical Associa- 
tions, when he declared that he could not 
bea party to the destruction of any form 
of educational machinery which had done, 
aid was capable of doing, useful work ; 
that it was essential to educational pro- 
gress that all such instruments should be 
preserved ; and when he added, with the 
strongest emphasis, that it would be im- 
possible to destroy School Boards, and 
that any Government who attempted to 
to s0 would probably fare very badly at 
the hands of the electors. He was 
ety well aware that the right 

Member for Dartford would not be 





kgitimately bound by what he then 


given to the County Councils should 
not now be taken from them. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he 
desired to move the Amendment 
standing in the name of his hon. friend 
the Member for the Swansea District. 
He wished to ask what was the meaning 
of the word “concurrently” as applied 
to the action of a County Council on the 
one hand and a small municipal borough 
on the other. 


Amendment proposed —In page 2, 
line 3, to leave out the words ‘ concur- 
rently with the County Council.’ ”—(M/r. 


Samuel Evans.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
word “concurrently” was used in the 
ordinary way. The County Council 
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would have certain powers over the | certain urban districts to get rid of the 
urban districts which would remain | effect of the Cockerton judgment. Hp 
unaffected by the Amendment which | would give the Committee an instangs 
had been accepted. He imagined the of what might occur. The borough of 
way the Bill would be worked would be | Neath was in his constituency. It was 
by an agreement between the County | a non-county borough, and had a School 
Council and the municipalities of the| Board and a school under the Webh 
smaller boroughs as to how their Intermediate Act. If the words wer 
common resources could be best ex-| retained, the School Board would not 


pended. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 


District) said he did not think the right | 


hon. Gentleman had quite answered the 
question of his hon. friend. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the word 
“concurrently” was used in the 
ordinary way ; but they wanted something 





be able to carry on the education, other 
than elementary, it was now carrying on, 
which was absolutely essential in the 
public interest, because he was persuaded 
that that borough would not adopt Part 
III. of the Act. Therefore, partly on the 
ground of the vagueness of the drafting, 
and also, because if the words were re- 
tained the beneficial effect of the Clause 


‘more than an ordinary conversational | would be limited, he would support the 
meaning when they were discussing such | Amendment. 


an important subject. 


county borough or urban district should 
have power concurrently with the 
County Council to spend such 
so forth. The word “concurrently ” 
meant that unless an agreement were 
arrived at between the County Council 
and the non-county borough or urban 


district the Clause would be entirely | 


inoperative. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that an agreement shoud be 
arrived at between the County Councils 
and the urban districts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said that that 
was the way it would work. Surely the 
hon. Gentleman knows the meaning of 
“concurrently ” ? 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he was 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman for 
praising his knowledge of the English 
language. He maintained that if the 
word were to be read in ordinary par- 
lance, the Clause would be absolutely in- 
operative, unless an agreement were 
arrived at. The vagueness of the draft- 
ing was another illustration of the 
manner in which Government Bills had 
been drafted. Apart from that, he sup- 
ported the Amendment because he 
wanted to enable a progressive non- 
county borough in a county with a 
retrogressive County Council to give to 
the children of the ratepayers education 
other than elementary. If the Amend- 


The Bill now | 
provided that the council of any non- | 


sums and | 











Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that the Clause providedthat 
the county authority and the boroughau- 
thority should haveconcurrent powers; but 
itdid not say that they were to exercise 


|them. Surely that was common and 


intelligible language. It occurred every 
day under the existing Acts. One 
authority would say to the other, “We 
are prepared to spend so much if you 
will spend so much.” Then an agree 
ment would be arrived at, and the 


special needs of the locality would be 
satisfied. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said he did not think that the 
words were perfectly plain. Supposin 
an Urban District Council, which 
exercised its power of levying a rate for 
secondary education, felt aggrieved at 


the action of the county authority in 


dealing out the grant for secondary 
education; that the school which was 
built for that purpose was too small 
for the necessities of the neighbourhood: 
and that the Urban District Council 
desired to levy a 1d. rate for the pur 
pose of building a new school. In such 
circumstances, could the Urban District 
Council proceed to levy the rate, and 
spend the money in its own area, with 
out the consent or approval of the 
County Council ? 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN ssid he 


ment were accepted, it would also en-) approached the question from a some 
able certain non-county boroughs and | what different point of view. Unless 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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words with a clearer meaning were 
used, rival schools might be set up in a 
district, one by the borough authorities 
and the other by the county authorities. 
He, therefore, proposed to leave out 
the word “concurrently,” and to 

t in “ in conjunction with.”” That 
would make the object of the 
Government perfectly plain. One of the 
meanings of “concurrently” in law was 
“eovering the same ground,” and if the 
dause stood as it was, there would be 
great danger of friction, and a greater 
chaos of authority than ever. He hoped 
the Government would accept the Amend- 
ment, and agree to substitute the words 
he proposed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he quite 
agreed that the clause as it stood would 
end in a conflict of authorities. As far 
as he knew, there was only one case in 
which the word “concurrently ” was used 
in law, and that was in the case of con- 
current jurisdiction. That meant that a 
mitor could go to one of two courts 
which had concurrent jurisdiction. Was 
that the case in the Bill? The principle 
of one authority went as far as secondary 
education was concerned. If a Town 
Council decided to run schools, would they 
have to consult the county authority, or 
would the county authority have any 
sort of control or jurisdiction over them ? 
Inthe case of Stockton the Town Council 
had a school, and they spent concurrently ; 
but the school was under the manage- 
The Council 
spent most of the money out of its own 
tates and certain grants, and made a grant 
inaid of the school. If that was what 
the right hon. Gentleman meant, it was 
anew departure, and a very dangerous 
one, and the whole clause should be recast. 
They had been told a great deal about 
o-ordination and organisation of second- 
ary education, and this was the result— 
that two rival institutions were appointed 
t© compete with each other on totally 
different lines. It was reducing the Bill 
to an absolute absurdity. Was it not 

ible to do something in order to 
Insure that these two bodies should run 


together ? 


Sik JOHN GORST said this system 
existed for twelve years under the 
Technical Instruction Act, and yet neither 
ty Councils nor non-county boroughs 
acted with such extreme folly .as 
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had been indicated. He did not think 
there was any such danger as the 
hon. Gentleman suggested. He had 
known several cases where Town Councils 
and School Boards followed each other, 
and they had not overlapped. He had 


never known a case of conflict. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) said the case of Stock- 
ton, which had been referred to, was a 
case in point where conflicts had existed 
for the past twelve years between the 
County Council of Durham and the 
Borough of Stockton, which had the 
management of the schools. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that Stockton 
was the very case which. had recently 
been quoted as being one where the 
Borough Council and the County Council 


did work in harmony. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
this difficulty did not arise in consequence 
of the Amendment adopted a short time 
previously, because it would clearly 
have arisen with regard to the class of 
boroughs which were in the clause as it 
was originally drafted. All that the 
adoption of the Amendment by the 
Government had done was to smooth 
away the difficulty, if it existed. He was 
aware that it was easy to cite cases of 
difficulties which existed, but he believed 
there was, generally speaking, a good deal 
more common sense in human nature 
than hon. Members were willing to 
admit existed. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Rugby that in these cases 
the wiser course was to leave the 
authorities to agree between themselves. 
He quite admitted that these difficulties 
might arise, but he denied that they would 
develop to any large extent. He hoped, 
at the same time, that some other word 
would be substituted for “ concurrently.” 
It was not a good word, and it would not 
express the idea the Government desired 
to express, nor the idea the County 
Councils desired to express when they 
asked the Government to adopt this 
Amendment. 


(3.54.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton) asked which would be the 


paramount authority. Supposing a non- 
county borough wished to set up a school, 
would it have to consult the County 
Council ? 


R 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. LAMBERT asked what, then, 
was the use of “concurrently?” Any- 
body would suppose, from the general 
acceptation of the meaning of the word 
“concurrently ” at the present time, that 
in such a case they would have to consult 
the County Council, who had concurrently 
to pay for it. That was another thing 
which might add to conflict of authority. 
The object of this Bill was to prevent 
that overlapping of which everybody 
had heard so much, but, so far as he 
could see, the overlapping system was 
going to prevail still. 


-Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
they were all pretty well agreed as to 
what it was they wanted, but as the 
clause stood now, the word ‘‘con- 
currently” would suggest to many that 
the County Councils might come down 
and prevent the non-county boroughs 
spending any money at all. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston) said the interjection of the right 


hon. Gentleman, which showed that 
these non-county boroughs had the 
power to act without the County Council, 
rendered it necessary that this word 
should be left out. He had in his mind 
several small urban districts which had 
erected technical schools and carried them 
on under their own administration. 
Those bodies were acting concurrently 
with the County Councils, but it was 
quite open to another non-county 
borough to found a technical school and 
levy a rate and carry on the school. But 
if the words of the Bill were passed, such 
Borough Councils would have to work 
concurrently with the County Councils. 
Why should they not work indepen- 
dently, as was the case with county 
boroughs? Why were these words kept 
in the Bill? They might lead to difficulties 
in connection with the County Councils 
which would not occur if full indepen- 
dence were given in doing this bene- 
ficent work for the children of these 
localities. He believed the interests of 
education would be best served by the 
concession which had been made being 
extended, so as to give these bodies, as 
far as possible, complete independence. 
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Mr. RAN DLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) thought it desirable to 
vide for a case in which it was pro- 
posed to erect ina certain town a coll 
to supply not only that but also Aa 
adjacent towns. The County Council 
would provide that central college, but 
the municipal authorities would also 
contribute, and, concurrently with the 
County Council, maintain the college, 
In such a case, the influence of the 
County Council, acting concurrently 
with the municipal and urban autho 
Tities, was of considerable value. In 
that respect the clause succeeded in 
defining what was really wanted, and 
he could not see that there was any 
difficulty. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) understood that what 
the right hon. Gentleman really meant 
was that the county boroughs might do 
this work either alone or in conjunction 
with the County Council. If that was 
the intention, why not say so? The 
clause as it stood certainly gave the idea 
that neither could do it without the 
other. If some such words as “either 
alone or in conjunction with the County 
Council” were inserted, they would 
express the view put forward by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and also leave the 
two authorities free to agree, or to act 
by themselves. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the point 
under discussion was purely a matter of 
drafting. He did not believe the word 
‘concurrently ” could produce the effects 
suggested. As he interpreted it, the 
word “concurrently,” when applied to 
the powers exercised by two authorities, 
meant that both exercised them, but 
each independently of the other; they 
ran side by side, but independently. He 
did not believe that any lawyer or court 
would have the slightest difficulty im 
interpreting the word in that way. He 
had listened to the various suggestions 
which had been made, but was not 
satisfied with any of them. He would 
engage, however, to bring up on Report 
words to make the meaning perfectly 
clear. Probably they would have to 
come at the beginning of the sentence— 
such as, “In addition to the powers 
possessed by the Council of any nom 
county borough,” etc.; but he would 
consider the matter. 
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Me. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
if a Borough Council started a continua- 
tion school, a school for training teachers, 
or a higher grade school, under the 
clause as it stood at present, the Trea- 
sury would be bound to give the grant 
to the County Council, because the 
Borough Council (if the borough was 
ander 10,000 population) jwould not be 
the education ogeeng 4 In that case, 
would the right hon. Gentleman accept 
an Amendment by which it would be 
made clear that whatever money was 
earned should go to the Council which 
earned it by starting the school and 
spending money upon it % 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite 
ear that the grant must go to the 
‘people who own the school. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Not under 
the clause as it stands. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
policy. I do not think the difficulty 
would arise, but I will consider the 
point. 

Mr. BRYCE thought it was perfectly 
dear that as the Councils of these non- 
county boroughs and urban districts 
would not be the authorities for second- 
ary education, and were only given power 
to aid by giving money, any schools they 
might build would belong, not to them, 
but to the local education authority. 
If it was desired that they should have 
power to manage their own schools and 
to receive and apply the grant, a further 
Amendment would have to be introduced, 
either here or in Clause 15. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the policy 
of the Government was quite clear. If 
the local authority built a school out of 
their rates, that school was their school ; 
they had the responsibility of managing 
it, and they ought to take the grants 
connected with it. He doubted whether 
the interpretation of the Bill which had 
been put forward was the correct one, 
but he would have the matter looked 
into, and if it was it should be put 
right. 
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Acts, the arrangements under those 
statutes had worked well, and therefore 
the word was not needed in the present 
ease. Moreover, the word was very 
dangerous from the lawyers’ point of 
view. If a Borough Council levied a 
rate without having come to a legal or 
binding arrangement with the County 
Council, they might be met with the 
objection that they could not collect the 
rate because there was no “ concurrent ” 
arrangement. Or when, after the 
money had been raised and expended, 
the accounts were submitted to the 
Local Government Board auditor, the 
objection might be raised that there 
was no concurrent action with the 
County Council such as the clause 
provided for. He doubted whether the 
right hon. Gentleman’s legal advisers 
would admit that the phrase meant con- 
current jurisdiction; they would be 
more likely to interpret it as meaning 
combined action between the two 
authorities. If the two authorities were 
to work together, one must be supreme ; 
and he suggested that the case would be 
best met by the insertion of the words, 
“with the approval of the County 
Council.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that was not 
the policy. As the Committee was in- 
terested in the question, he would read 
the following clause which had been 
handed to him— 


“Every occupier of land shall have the 
right of taking and giving ground concurrently 
with ony other person who may be entitled to 
give and take ground upon the same land.” 


As those words appeared in one of the 
masterpieces of the right hon. Member 
for West Monmouthshire, it was evident 
that the Government were not now using 
the word “concurrently” in any 
strained or phenomenal sense. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN asked 
whether the Board of Education would 
have power, in the event of either the 
County Council er the Borough Council 
setting up an unnecessary school, to stop 
the grant. 


*Mr. HELME asked whether the First 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that,| Lord would consider, when he brought 
although there was no such word as “‘con-| up, on Report stage, the amended draft- 
currently” in the Technical Instruction | ing of Clause 3, how he could define the 


R2 
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powers for the large urban districts 
where a technical education was now 
being provided, but in which, under the 
Bill; those powers could no longer be 
exercised, so that they could continue to 
appoint their; Committee and manage 








their technical and secondary work. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say he would take care that they had 
the powers. 





Question put, and agreed to. 


(4.15.) Mr. LAMBERT said that 
if the Bill was carried in its present 
form, the rate in non-county boroughs 
would be limited to ld. The county 
boroughs could spend what they 
liked, and the County Councils could 
spend up to 2d. in the £; therefore, 
he thought it would be unwise to 
limit the Councils of a non-county 
borough to ld. in the £. Many of the 
non-county boroughs had done extremely 
good work, and for his own part he was 
very unwilling that they should be 
crippled in their expenditure for supply- 
ing secondary education. It was quite | 
impossible to have all sorts of local 
authorities spending different amounts 
of money and raising different amounts 
by the rates. They could not aid 
piracie 0d education and _ establish | 
secondary schools without money, and 
in some of these non-county boroughs 
1d. in the £ would bring in a very 
small sum indeed. He had been reading 
Mr. Sadler’s Report upon secondary edu- 
cation, and he stated that this country 
was thirty years behind Germany in 
secondary education. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would accept this 
Amendment, because it would introduce 
uniformity into the Bill and give to the 
local authorities some power and re- 
sponsibility, and enable them to carry 
out the important work of secondary 
education. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 5, from the word ‘ele- 
men , to leave out to the end of the 
clause.” —(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
“provided that the’ stand part of the 
clause.” 





_ Mr. Helme. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the desire 
of the Government was to preserve for 
these Councils the power which they 
already possessed. The hon. Gentleman 
wished to greatly extend those powers, 
far in excess of those now possessed by 
the counties. They would be liable now 
to a ld. more rating than the other 
portions of the county in which they 
were situated. They could put upon 
themselves a ld. rate, and the Count 
Council could put on another od 
Therefore, under those circumstances, 
he did not think it would be desirable 
to accept this Amendment. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said that 
in the non-county borough of Darling- 
ton, owing to certain bequests, that town 
had established a very large technical’ 
college. There was close by a very large 
agricultural and mining district, and the 
County Council had given grants of many 
thousands to that college, every part of 
which was now in full working order. An 
effort was now being made to increase the 
building. They had always rated them- 
selves to the extent of 1d. in the £ to 
carry on that college, and he believed that 
the money could be found to add another 
large wing to that institution, but unless 
the town was prepared to undertake the 
maintenance of that college, in all pro- 
bability the additional wing would not be 
erected. He thought this was a case 
where an increased grant should be 
allowed. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE pointed out 
that the case alluded to by the hon. 
Member was provided for in Clause 13, 
which laid down that— 

“(a) The County Council may, if they think 

fit, charge any expenses incurred by them 
under this Act with respect to education, other 
than elementary, on any parish or parishes 
which, in the opinion of the Council, are served 
by the school or college in connection wi 
which the expenses have been incurred.” 
He agreed with the First Lord of the 
Treasury that it would be most unsatis- 
factory to the county authorities if, after 
having agreed toa rate of 2d. in the £, an 
unlimited rating power should be given to 
the small areas in the county. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the non- 
county boroughs had shown a great desire 
to raise money for wasn ng A education, 
and the reason the County Councils were. 
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limited to a 2d. rate was because they had 
not rated themselves up to that amount. 
The non-county boroughs had been the 
most progressive of all the boroughs in 
Te. to secondary education, and many 
of them had been rated for years past to 
the full extent of 1d. rate. A petition 
had been presented from one of the urban 
districts in Lancashire, which had a 
population of 16,000, a rateable value of 
£71,000, and a revenue of £25,000. 
Under the Technical Instruction Act 
this district erected a technical school at 
a cost of £3,000, and for several years 
they had applied to the purposes of 
technical instruction the full amount of 
the rate. They had 280 students, and 
this district urged that they should not 
have the right of controlling these 
schools taken away from them. If the 
non-county boroughs had been spending 
Id. in the £ in tke past, why should 
they now be deprived of the right to 
spend more if they wished to do it? 
They were asking that they should be 
given a free hand just like the county 
boroughs, for they could make out a 
much better case for a free hand than 
the county boroughs. In many of those 


small boroughs there was as keen a 
desire for secondary education as in the 


county boroughs. Some of these 
boroughs were interested in promoting 
particular manufactures, and Leek, in 
Staffordshire, was better provided in the 
matter of secondary education than some 
of the great county boronghs. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said that up to the present he had voted in 
favour of every Amendment to give a 
larger amount of money for secondary 
education, but he could not support this 
Amendment. It had been pointed out 
again and again in the discussion upon 
the previous Amendment that the 
smaller authority’ would be constantly 
coming in conflict with the Council, and 
that they would be. erecting duplicate 
schools side by side, and running in 
antagonism one against the other. Now 
they had an Amendment which proposed 
to place an unlimited amount of money 
at the disposal of these bodies in order 
that they might enter into these 
conflicts, and spend the money without 
any restrictions whatsoever. He did not 
love this clause at all. It might be a 
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concession to sentiment, but he urged 
the Committee to do nothing which 
would strengthen the position, as educa- 
tional authorities, of these very small 
areas. It must be remembered that, by 
the Amendment which the First Lord of 
the Treasury accepted in the early part 
of this clause, the operation of the 
clause was not limited to non-county 
boroughs with a population of 10,000 or 
to urban districts with more than 20,000 
inhabitants, but every urban district 
now enjoying this right would continue 
to enjoy it. He believed that it would 
be a source of continual conflict and dis- 
content if equal powers were given to 
these small areas and to the County 
Councils. He hoped that when the 
Amendment, which they were told would 
be forthcoming on the Report stage, was 
brought up, there would be something 
in it to provide that the small area would 
not be able to do this without the con- 
sent of the administrative County 
Council. It had been laid down in the 
previous clause that the education 
authority should cause some inquiry to 
be made as to the existing provision and 
needs of secondary education, but if a 
number of schools were to be withdrawn 
from its purview, it would be impossible 
for the County Council to discharge that 
survey and declare what further pro- 
vision was necessary. Consequently, 
there would be great educational gaps in 
county areas owing to the smaller areas 
having withdrawn a number of schools. 
He hoped that their powers would not 
be extended by the granting to them of 
unlimited power of taxation. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 


| Accrington) stated that the educational 


record of Accrington under the Technical 
Instruction Acts was a8 good as that 
of any other place which could be 
named. That town had a population 
of 45,000, and a rateable value of 
£170,108. Prior to 1892 the Corpora- 
tion carried on, under the Technical 
Instruction Acts, science, art, and techno- 
logical classes within the borough. They 
took the earliest possible advantage of the 
Technical Instruction Act of 1889, and 
under their powers as “‘ local authority ” 
the classes previously carried on by the 
Co-operative Society and the Mechanics 
Institute were amalgamated. In 1893 
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it was found that these classes had grown 
so largely, and that they were so 
numerously attended, that it was 
necessary to build a large technical 
school. That was done at acost of 
£13,000. Since 1895 the Corporation, 
under the Technical Instruction Acts, 
had levied the full 1d. rate, and had 
used that in conjunction with the 
whisky money to meet the costs of the 
technical school and the classes carried 
on there. The results had been very 
pleasing to him. In 1892, when the 
Corporation first took control as the 
local education authority, there were only 
513 students, and the grants of the 
Science and Art Department amounted 
to £276. In 1900 there were 1,275 
students, and the grants amounted to 
£788. In addition tothe science, art, and 
technological work just referred to, the 
Corporation, in 1895, established a day 
science school for boys and girls. This 
school began with 73 pupils, and 
now it had 174. The grants earned 
in 1896 were £423, and in 1900 they 
were £878, and £150 would probably be 
added for 1901. There was no School 
Board in the borough, nor indeed in the 
Division of the county which he repre- 
sented. If the day science school had 
not been established, the borough would 
have been entirely without secondary 
education. There was no School Board 
to travel outside the legal limits of the 
Elementary Education Acts. In 1897, 
in order to improve the training of pupil 
teachers of elementary day schools in the 
borough, the Corporation established 
pupil teachers’ classes in the technical 
school. They had succeeded so well that 
there were now 142 pupil teachers, some 
of whom came from Haslingden, which 
was outside of his Parliamentary Divi- 
sion, and the others came from all the 
townships in the Division. They had 
done a good deal in Accrington with 
their hands somewhat tied. He asked the 
House not to clip their wings now. 
They were not afraid of being rated. 
They were glad to have the power of 
rating, because they were quite satisfied 
that the more money they got the 
better would be the results attained. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.) said this was not so much an educa- 
tional as a rating question. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
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Sleaford Division and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Thanet 
Division had argued that the population 
would be driven off the land if they were 
over-educated, His belief was that it 
would be all the other way; it was the 
lack of education that drove people off 
the land. He knew Worcestershire 


tolerably well, and thence a large number 
of young people in the small towns and 
villages rushed off to Birmingham in 
order to get the educational advantages 
of that city, which they could not possibly 
get in Worcestershire itself. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he was 
sorry to differ from some of his hon. 
friends in regard to the Amendment now 
before the Committee. He believed they 
were in many respects behind other 
countries in the matter of secondary edu- 
cation, but they would not cure their 
defects by giving over to little places 
unlimited power of rating for secondary 
education. If they gave unlimited power 
of rating, there was the greatest 
possible danger of serious overlapping. 
Some small places would prefer to run 
their own schools, and that would inter- 
fere with the larger and wider scheme 
which a wise County Council would 
make. Therefore, if the Amendment 
went to a division, he would vote 
against it. 


*Stir FRANCIS POWELL said that 
his desire was to extend the work which 
was at present being done in con- 
nection with technical education. 
There was great danger of the un 
due multiplication of small schools 
if they adopted the Amendment. They 
might have small schools for preliminary 
education, but when they got beyond 
the elements it was desirable to have 
larger schools efficiently equipped, and 
with an adequate staff of teachers, if 
they were to have that competition 
which was the soul of education among 
the students. There had been great 
complaint in Ireland of the multiplica- 
tion of small schools, and he sincerely 
hoped that they would not, in their 
ardour and enthusiasm, make a similar 
mistake in this country. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
this Amendment would remove any 
limitation of rating, and as many hon. 
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Members on this side of the House 
had already recorded their protest in 
regard to the proposed limitation, they 
would only be acting consistently if, 
on this occasion, they recorded a similar 
est. He quite recognised that there 
might be some hon. Members who desired 
some limitation of rating, although they 
might think that the total excision now 
proposed was going too far. The hon. 
Member for South Islington had on the 
Notice Paper an Amendment to raise 
the rate from 1d. to 2d., and he would 
support that ; but he would support the 
esent Amendment, which was to strike 
out the limit altogether. Hewould dothat 
on the ground that they ought to trust 
the local authorities. His hon. friend 
behind him was rather alarmed at the 
multiplication of schools, but he could 
only say that in most boroughs and 
urban districts there was always room, 
if he might use the phrase, for a third- 
rate secondary school. It would be 
difficult for these schools to receive 
adequate assistance from the ld. rate, 
even with the aid of the County 
Councils. The difference between a 1d. 
and 2d. rate might make the difference 
of paying to the staff sufficient or in- 
sufficient salaries. 


(4.44.) Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) said that the rail- 
way companies in certain towns were 
the principal contributors to the rates. 
Recently the railway companies with 
which he was best acquainted con- 
tributed largely to the technical school 
in Darlington. Why? Because their 
apprentices attended the school to the 
number of ninety or a hundred at a 
time. He was sure that it would not be 
prejudicial to elementary education if 
the local authorities were enabled, by 
giving them discretion to levy a higher 
tate, to provide that class of secondary 
education suited to the particular in- 
dustries of their districts. 


Mr. BARTLEY said that the Amend- 
ment raised the very important question 
whether secondary schools should be 
maintained at the public cost or at the 
expense of those who needed them. He 
was very strongly opposed to the Amend- 
ment, because it was calculated to destro 
the existing secondary’ schools, whic 
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everybody recognised had done remark- 
ably good work, and which were carried 
on as business speculations. Their staff 
and teaching apparatus were altogether 
unexceptionable, and it seemed to him a 
serious thing to run the risk of starving 
them out of existence. He objected 
altogether to the idea of throwing the 
enormous burden of secondary education 
upon the public purse. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
the most contradictory arguments had 
been used on behalf of the Government. 
First they were told they ought to trust 
the local authorities. and then that the 
local authorities were incapable of con- 
ducting secondary education. Next, it 
was stated that the limitation on the 
rate was necessary in order not to alarm 
the ratepayers. But if the ratepayers 
objected, it was quite certain that the 
1d. rate would not be exceeded ; and if 
they desired to do something more for 
secondary education, why should they be 
forbidden todo so? He could not under- 
stand the principle on which this clause 
was founded, and he should vote for the 
Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said that the hon. Member for 
North-West Ham had twitted those on 
that side of the House with being incon- 
sistent, but that was because of the 
superior inconsistency on the part of the 
Government. It had been argued that the 
County Council should practically control 
the whole of education in their area, but 
that was not the policy of this clause. 
He thought that -the local authority 
ought to have as much money as it 
deemed necessary to carry out the duty 
imposed upon it by the Bill. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said that he had resisted all through the 
creation of these smaller local education 
authorities, as he thought it most unwise 


in the interests of education. But, the 
Government, in their wisdom, having 
decided to give those smaller areas edu- 





cational autonomy, he eg that they 
should be allowed to spend what money 
they deemed necessary. The remedy 
against extravagance would be in the 
hands of the ratepayers. He was bound 
to point out that if these smaller areas 
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were autonomous, there was no alterna- 
tive but to admit that the ratepayers 
themselves alone had the right to vote 
that rate, and to say what the rate 
should be. 


Mr. BRYCE agreed with the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell that the 
consistency of the Bill had gone by the 
board. hat being so, they were en- 
titled to look at the matter in a simple 
and practical manner. There were two 
objections taken by the hon. Members for 
East Somerset and Oldham. One was 
that small communities would be un- 
likely to rate themselves at all if the 
power was unlimited. But why should 
hon. Members suppose that? The truth 
was that in these small areas the local 
authority was more under the close and 
vigilant eye of the ratepayers than was 
the County Council. Consequently, that 
objection was absolutely groundless. 
There was more weight in the objection 
that they ought to avoid any danger of 
setting up again a system of overlapping, 
and encouragin 4 the multiplication of 
small schools. He would feel that to be 
a very forcible objection, if it were not 
for the fact that he understood the clause 
to mean that the County Councils, and 
not these Urban District and Borough 
Councils, were to be the authorities for 
secondary education. He understood the 
clause to mean that if the Urban District 
Councils and the Borough Councils rated 
themselves to set up schools, those 
schools would not be under their control, 
but under that of the educational author- 
ity for the district. If that were so, 
there would be no danger of undue 
multiplication or overlapping of schools. 
He hoped they would adhere to the 
broad principle of trusting the rate- 

yers. There was no reason why they 
should not be trusted to manage their 
own affairs. 


*Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.) said he was quite aware of the fact 
that in a case of this kind it did not 
look consistent with progressive educa- 
tion to advocate limiting the rate. He, 
however, opposed the Amendment be- 
cause he felt that in urging a local 
community to adopt a new course in 
education, one of the strongest argu- 
ments that could be used would be 
that the rate would be ld. or 2d. 
and no more. He therefore thought 


Dr. Macnamara. 





that the Government were well ad- 
vised in preserving the limit. It could 
be easily increased in future when 
secondary education had obtained g 

ter hold on the people. It was, in 
is opinion, in the interest of second- 
ary education that there should be a 
limit. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he re 
greed that he had to differ from the 

on. Member who had just spoken. The 
hon. Member usually took a very liberal 
view on matters of education. In his 
opinion, to impose a limit of this kind 
would be a very {great mistake. There 
were many small boroughs containing a 
number of enterprising men in favour 
of education who were influential 
enough to lead the borough in the diree- 
tion in which they wished it to go. Why 
should a town of that kind, which desired 
to make more liberal provision for educa- 
tion, be prevented from doing so? Ifa 
town wanted to erect schools and pay for 
them in a reasonably short time instead 
of burdening the rates for thirty or forty 
years, why should not they have the 
right to levy a 2d. instead of a ld. 
rate? In his opinion, the Government, 
having constituted these authorities, 
should give them freedom of action. 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) said he did not understand 
that the proposal of the Governzaent was 
to constitute a great number of independ- 
ent authorities for secondary education. 
The general scheme of the one authority 
might be very seriously undermined if 
an unlimited rating power was given 
to the various districts. The conclu- 
sions, he understood, that had been 
come to were that within the county 
there were to be a great many authori 
ties for elementary education, but one 
authority for secondary education ; and 
that these boroughs and urban districts 
which were to be authorities for elemen- 
tary education were, so far as secondary 
education was concerned, to have the 
puwer of offering a stimulus to the 
action of the County Council by stating 
their readiness to rate themselves to 
the extent of 1d., if the County Coun- 
cil would come forward and impose 
a 2d. rate over the particular area, 
and so enable them to do what they 
desired to do. That seemed to him 4 
reasonable course to pursue in this process 
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of constructing one authority for second- 
aducation in every county. If, on 
the other hand, they gave an unlimited 
rating power, they would have very large 
schemes developed in one place, and very 
educational efforts in others, and 
i cenenal scheme which they hoped 
to see established in every county would 
be undermined and gradually disappear. 
For these reasons, although he was sorry 
todo anything which could be construed 
as damping the educational zeal of any 
locality, he felt bound to oppose the 
Amendment. 


*Sm WALTER FOSTER desired to 
see these urban authorities much more 
independent than they were, and where 
there was enthusiasm for education to 
have power to give substance to their 
desire. He knew of a small urban 
centre which desired to have technical 
schools, but when it obtained them, 1d. 
rate would be of no use to maintain 
them adequately. So enthusiastic were 
some of these localities that the Urban 
District Councils were presented in some 
eases with plots of land on which to 
build schools. The difficulty was, when 
the schools were obtained, to main- 
tain them out of the proceeds of a 1d. 
rte. He urged the Government to 
give these localities sufficient independ- 
ence to rate themselves, and to trust the 
ratepayers to take care that their local 
representatives did not indulge in needless 
extravagance. The vigilance of the rate- 
payers in these small urban areas was 
asure safeguard against anything like 
atravagance on the part of Urban 
District Councils. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said although 
there was a good deal of sense in the 
speech of the junior Member for Oxford 
University, he did not see that the obser- 
vations of the hon. Member were quite 
téevant to the Amendment before the 
House, which was to leave out the whole 
ofthe proviso, the result of which would 
be to give to the Councils of the urban 
districts and non-county boroughs 
power to raise what rate they pleased. 
The difficulty was not the question 
whether unlimited power of rating 
should be given to these authorities : 
the difficulty was to ascertain how it 
would be used. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury had 
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stated that he would consider an 
Amendment of the first five lines of 
this Amendment, but until the Com- 
mittee knew the final form that Amend- 
ment was going to take, it was impossible 
to have a reasonable discussion on the 
question whether or not the words of 
the proviso should remain. He would 
point out with regard to the drafting that 
the Courts of Law did not always take 
the same] reasonable view that was 
taken by hon. Members, and therefore, 
when they desired to make a good 
Act of Parliament, the Committee 
should take care that the language 
should be framed in such a way as 
to leave no doubt as to its meaning. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said it made 
all the difference whether 1d. or more 
should be granted to the non-county 
boroughs, and if they were to be 
autonomous then there would be a 
multitude of secondary education author- 
ities, and he should like to know where 
they were drifting. He hoped the 
interpretation of the clause given by the 
right hon. Member forSouth Aberdeen was 
correct, and that thenon-county boroughs 
and the urban districts would not be 
able to movein the matter of secondary 
education without the direct sanction of 
the County Council, and without their 
co-operation and support. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he should like to 
press the same point, as his vote on the 
matter depended entirely on what was 
the interpretation of “concurrent 
powers.” If the non-county boroughs 
were to have the power to set up 
independent schemes, and to riddle the 


plan and policy of the County Council, 


he should certainly vote for limiting their 
power. If, however, it was a question of 
having a big general scheme for the 
county, he should like to see the limit of 
rate removed. 


(5.20.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
was surprised that there should be any 
misapprehension. There was no new 
question or modification of the Bill 
involved. His hon. friend asked where 
they were drifting, as if a change were 
being made in the relation that non- 
county boroughs bore to the county. 





459 Education 


There had been a change in the number 
of these non-county boroughs, but no 
change in their relation to the county, 
which remained precisely as it always 
had been in the Bill from the beginning. 
The historical genesis of the clause was 
this: When they came to this problem 
they found that ea large number of these 
boroughs had been entrusted by Parlia- 
ment with secondary education powers ; 
they were not full powers, it was true, 
but were restricted to those parts of 
secondary education commonly known 
as technica]. WhentheBill was introduced 
they thought, and they still thought, 
that those powers could not be with- 
drawn from boroughs with a population 
over 10,000, and from urban districts 
over 20,000. They had extended this 
to boroughs under 20,000. These 
secondary or technical education powers 
were now exercised independently of the 
county, and that would be the case in 
the future. They were making no 
change ; that was the essence of the Bill, 
not to diminish powers already existing. 
But while, to the extent that he had de- 
scribed, these non-county boroughs were 
independent of the county authority, 
the county authority, nevertheless, 
remained the authority for secondary 
education throughout the county, because 
its powers of rating were universal over 
the whole area. While the boroughs, 
in the clause as it stood, had powers of 
rating up to ld., the county had the 
power to rate these very boroughs if 
they pleased. Therefore, it was perfectly 
accurate to say that the secondary 
education authority in county areas was 
the County Council. They had been 
asked whether there would not be a 
conflict of jurisdiction. He was not 
afraid of that, partly on the ground of 
practice, and partly on the ground of 
theory. He was not afraid on the 
ground of practice, because this very 
system had been in existence for more 
than twelve years; and he believed that 
County Councils and Borough Councils 
were perfectly ready to work harmoni- 
ously and toco-operate, in spite of thesemi- 
independence of the non-county boroughs, 
in order to promote technical education. 
Why it should be assumed that in regard 
to secondary education they would 
establish a wholly new and irrational 
policy, he was at a loss to understand. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Suppose a Borough Council was 40 jj. 
advised as to think it would serve the 
interests of its own neighbourhood 
acting in direct conflict with the @o 
Council ; it was evident that that would 
be a suicidal policy. As he had ey. 
plained, the boroughs were under the 
control of the County Council as fg 
as the rate was concerned. The Co 
Council could rate them against their 
will, so that there was every interest— 
financial, educational, and rating—for 
these bodies to work harmoniously to- 
gether. As they had shown themselves 
in the past to be not wholly deficient 
in the elementary principles of common 
sense, so he was convinced they would 
be found acting with prudence and 
judgment in the future. But he ad 
mitted, with the hon. Baronet who had 
just spoken, that if they were to be 
given wholly unlimited powers of rating, 
while the rating powers of the supreme 
secondary education authority were 
limited to the 2d. in the Bill, the posi- 
bilities of conflict, though not, even 
under those circumstances, very great, 
would be materially increased. He, 
therefore, hoped the Committee would 
reject the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE 


said that it might 
seem bold to differ from the right hon. 
Gentleman’s construction of his own 
Bill, but he thought, comparing Sections 
1 and 3, the Bill did not set up these 
local authorities as the authorities for 


secondary education. The First Lord 
had said it did; if that was so, the 
right hon. Gentleman had gone much 
further in the way of destroying the 
principle of the Bill than had been 


supposed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is, and al- 
ways has been, in the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE said they had never read 
it in that sense. They had all under- 
stood from the beginning that in 4 
county there was to be one authority 
for secondary education, and that one 
authority was to be the County Council 
They welcomed that proposal. But the 
right hon. Gentleman, by the statement 
he had just made, although he en- 
deavoured to avoid doing so in W 
had practically admitted that all these 
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Urban District Councils and Borough 
Councils would be local authorities for 
secondary education. They must be so, 
because they were to have the power 
of receiving the grants and administering 
the schools. He had supposed, on the 
face of the clause, that they were only 
to have a rating power, and that when 
they had raised their rate they were to 
hand it over to the local: authority to be 
applied as the local authority thought fit 
orupon a comprehensive scheme. That 
was certainly the view of the hon. 
Member for Oxford University. But 
now they understood that, so far from 
that being the case, every one of these 
gumerous bodies was to be able to 
manage its own school and apply its 
own rate, irrespective of the County 
Council. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it had been 
implied that he had modified the Bill 
insuch a way as to destroy the general 

inciple which he laid down at the 

inning. That was not so. He asked 
the Committee to mark these words 
sf his speech when introducing the 


“There is an exception. We think it impos- 
sible to deprive boroughs with 10,000 popula- 
tion, or urban districts with over 20,000, of their 
isting jurisdiction over technical education ; 
bd cad aay that they = be subordinated 

ounty Council with: d to prim 
education. We, therefore, eave Gham a they 
are as regards the first, and make them 
aulonomous as regards the second.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the passage 
ary by the right hon. Gentleman re- 
only to municipal boroughs with a 
Ppulation of 10,000, and urban districts 
with 20,000, whereas the clause went 
farther, and dealt with every non-county 
borough and urban district, whatever the 


population. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That was not 
the point of the right hon. Gentleman. 
SAMUEL EVANS said the 


Mr. 

ittee were still in difficulties with 
+ to the position of these boroughs. 
re they to be the educational 
tuthorities or were they not? The 
might hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen said they were, 
and the First Lord said they were. 
But according to the Bill it was 
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clear they were not. The Committee 
wanted to know the intention of the 
Government, and then they would have 
to see that the words of the Bill carried 
out that intention. If the Councils of 
these smaller boroughs were to be the 
educational authorities they would have 
the appointment of the Committees, and 
the Committees would have the control 
of the schools. Was that intended, or 
was it the intention of the Government 
that the County Council should appoint 
the Committee as the authority for the 
whole county, which Committee, ap- 
pointed without reference to the muni- 
cipal borough, should control the schools 
in the borough itself? These small 
boroughs prin had schools, and it was 
not proposed to interfere with the powers 
they possessed. But those powers were 
not merely powers of raising money, but 
of providing, administering, and manag- 
ing the schools. Unquestionably, the 
Committee had a right to know whether 
it was the intention of the Government 
that those powers should still exist con- 
currently with the larger powers given 
under the Bill to the County Councils. 
If the smaller boroughs were merely 
hater the right to levy a 1d. rate, and 
and it over to the County Council to 
administer, they would do nothing at all. 
The Bill did not provide that the Councils 
of these smaller hevvtahe should be the 
education authorities, and the Govern- 
ment ought to take time to reconsider 
the drafting of this clause, as it obviously 
did not carry out their present intention. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) agreed 
to a large extent with the First Lord of 
the Treasury. The policy he had enunci- 
ated was that adopted in the Bill of 
1896. It was then strongly urged that 
it would be unwise to uproot the system 
which had been implanted in many towns, 
and under which secondary and technical 
education was being successfully given. 
The County Council would, in some 
cases, be less favourable to secondary 
education than some of the urban 
authorities in that particular county, and 
if it was left to the County Council the 
work now going on would come to an 
end. He was, therefore, inclined to 
permit the urban authorities to carry on 
the secondary and technical education in 
their respective ‘towns. He had never 
suppo the policy of one authority 
for secondary education. But where he 
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differed from the First Lord was in 
regard to the limitation of the rate. 
That was the primary point of the 
Amendment, and he hoped the Committee 
would not lose sight of it. He should 
support the Amendment in the hope that 
the limitation would be removed. There 
was no necessity to restrain the rate- 
payers from spending money on educa- 
tion: the difficulty was to induce them 
to spend sufficient. To say by law that 
they should spend so much, and no more, 
was unwise in the interests of education, 
and was somewhat wanting in respect to 
the ratepayers. 


Sir FREDERICK MAPPIN (York- 
shire, W. R., Hallamshire) said he should 
vote against the Amendment, because 
he believed the establishment of these 
technical schools in small areas would 
be a great mistake. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER said it was 
obvious that the Leader of the House 
ought to reconsider the appeal that a 
connection should be made between 
the County Councils and the Councils 
of these non-county boroughs and 
smaller municipal authorities. He 
appealed to him to preserve the status 

which now worked so pleasantly and 
efficiently. The County Councils were 
either empowered or bound, by the 
Technical Instruction Acts, to appoint 
managers to each of the technical 
schools in conjunction with the local 
authority. The whole of this was swept 
away by the repeal of the Technical 
Instruction Act. It had now been settled 
that these smaller authorities were to be 
independent, and he wanted to preserve 
the kindly and wholesome connection 
which existed between them and the 
County Councils. He wanted this 
connection established in the Bill itself. 


*(5.45.) Mr. HELME said that by 
accepting this Amendment they would 
be facilitating some such arrangement 
as that which had been foreshadowed. 
In order to do this, if the power was 
given for each urban district to raise 
a rate sufficient to carry out the second- 
ary, in addition to the technical educa- 
tion work which it had hitherto been 
doing, and which would not be destroyed, 
it was only necessary to add a very 
small amount of new work to make the 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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institution a complete educational ong 
He wished to know whether it would be 
possible, if this Amendment were carried, 
to so arrange that where a local authorit 
had provided, out of its own funds, a se 
and a wide system of education, and 
where it was willing to rate itself tog 
sufficient extent, it could be relieved 
of the power possessed by the County 
Council to levy a rate in that particular 
district. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
hon. Member, upon his own showing, is 
discussing matters which are not now 
before the Committee. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he wished to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if it 
was his view that under this clause a 
small urban area might, out of its own 
penny rate, set up a secondary school in 
defiance of the express wish of the 
County Council. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly it 
could. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said in that case 
the smaller borough could have an Edu- 
cation Committee for that purpose. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Com- 
mittee seemed to be only just be 
ginning to realise what had been done by 
accepting the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for East Somerset. They were 
now setting up a large number of new 
education authorities. It was perfectly 
clear now that these little Urban Councils 
could set up secondary schools under their 
own management and control, and there 
would be so many additional secondary 
authorities throughout the whole 
country. This would be the worst 
possible thing that could happen. They 
could not now organise secondary instruc 
tion within their own area, but in future 
they would be able to doso. The First 
Lord of the Treasury said this was 
intended, but his speech was absolutely 
confined to technical instruction, and he 
never hinted that these boroughs would 
have jurisdiction over secondary instruc 
tion. The whole scheme of the Bill was 
that these small boroughs should have 
jurisdiction over primary education, 
and not over secondary education, 
which power was to remain with the 





aS See ee" "Ss ~ 


ay ao“ aedcdrsseaq «1 owa*ss SS ors Ff 


hs 
® 


orf 


465 Education 


Gounty Councils. Now, the right hon. 
Gentleman had smashed up his own 
scheme, not merely by giving the power 


toareas of 20,000 inhabitants, but also to 
every little Urban and Town Council. 
The First Lord of the Treasury could 
not have thought out what the meaning 
of this change was, because it was perfectly 
dear that it was only intended that they 
should have the power of subsidising—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That was never 
intended. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said this was 
contrary to the whole spirit of the Bill. 
If it was intended to give to these little 
Urban Councils the control of secondary 
as well as primary education, why was it 
stated in the first part of the Bill that 
the powers were confined to Part III of 
the Bill? Why should Part III have 
been mentioned at all? What would 
happen? This power would be used for 
the purpose of confining secondary educa- 
tion, and the sacrifices which had been 
made for it, to these small Councils. Upon 
the County Council a member might be 
in favour of a scheme extending thruugh- 
out the whole county, but the farmers on 
theCouncil might say : “If you urban mem- 
bers want a school for your own children, 
youcan rate yourselves ;” and it would be | 
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left to each of these little urban com- 
munities to set up their own school. 
Consequently, there would be no county 
rate, and the farmers would get the benefit 
of a school to which they had not contri- 
buted a penny. They knew the urban 
communities would never go without a 
school, and they would say: “We will 
give you something out of the whisky 
money towards it.” The right hon. 
Gentleman had now smashed up his 
original scheme and rendered worthless 
the secondary part of the Bill. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said. 
those who supported this Amendment 
would be setting up two independent 
authorities. Those hon. Members oppo- 
site who were supporting this proposal 
were placing themselves in an entirely 
inconsistent position. There was a 
certain amount of elasticity about the 
clause as it stood, for under it they 
would secure the predominance of the 
County Councils. He thought it was 
highly desirable to retain the predomin- 
ance of the County Councils, and he 
should vote against the Amendment. 


(5.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 269 ; 
Noes, 166. (Division List No. 255.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Boulnois, Edmund 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
w, Sir Andrew Noel 
, Sir John ; 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol; Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Brassey, Albert 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

| Cross, Herb. cian 


Brookfield, Colonel Montaga | Dalkeith, Earl o 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh- | Denny, Colonel 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 


Dalyrmple, Sir Charles 


Dickinson, Robert Edmund 
| Dickson, Charles Scott 


, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
ird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Mancl’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
ey, George C. T.  - 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Heory C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. Wi'liam 
ee, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 


, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
, Edward , 





wer, Arthur Griffith 


CampbellRtHn.J.A.(Glasgow | Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worc'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Capt. Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


Digby John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixot. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers-- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fer, n,Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Tenry: 
| Forster, Henry William 
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Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, E 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirA tusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
‘Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby- (Line 
‘Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
pcre = t+ moe 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdmonds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
‘Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq ofL’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir-Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope,J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 

Jessel. Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnston, William (Belfast 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead); 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt, Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
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Llewellyn, Evan Hen: 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, Vavid (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJH(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas - 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Ridley, Hon. M. W(Staly bridge 
Ridley, S.Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 


NOES. 


Brunner, Sir James Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt,. Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn Col. Kdw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W, 
Seely, Maj J. E. B(Isle of Wi 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East 
Smith, JamesParker ( Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMark J. M'T. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirC. E H(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E(Notts. 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Campbell-Bannermaa, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Dalziel, James Henry 3 
Davies, M. Vaughan. (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
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Duncan, J. Hastings 
, Frank 4 

Rlibank, Master o: 
Bllis, John Edward 
fvans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 

, James Christopher 
Poster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
fowler, eo -_ Sir Henry 


Faller, J. M. F. 

Farness, Sir Christopher 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John ‘atrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. 
, Norval Watson 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 

Holland, William Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 

Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

labouchere, Henry 


ey, Batty 
Seed Berek, Francis 


leamy, Edmund 

Leese,Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

levy, Manrice 

lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 
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Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M’Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Rikenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denabighs.) 
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R obertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer,Rt Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glam’rgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 
Wiison, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Lambert and Mr. 
Corrie Grant. 


(6.14.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
sid the Amendment he now moved 
would, if carried, provide that none of 
thosesma!l areas, the non-county boroughs 
and urban districts, would be allowed to 
levy arate for secondary education with- 
out an equivalent rate being levied in the 
county in which they were situated. 
He had no objection whatsoever to 
granting full rating power to every local 
authority, but he thought it was of im- 
portance, when they were dealing with 
the setting up of a new system of second- 
ary education, county by county, that 
they should take care nothing was done 
which would prejudice the general interest 
of the whole county in the scheme which 
wasestablished. It seemed to him that, 
if this Amendment were carried, and if 
the rating powers of the various small 
urban districts were conditioned by the 





rate actually levied by the county auth- 
ority, it would mean that there would 
be greater general interest in second- 
ary education throughout the county. 
What they wanted was to stimulate 
secondary education throughout country 
districts. It was important that they 
should provide some kind of challenge 
by which those who were interested in 
secondary education should induce it to 
flow into the rural parts of the country. 
He was not speaking in this respect in 
regard to Wales alone. It would be, in 
his judgment, a national misfortune if 
technical instruction, which was of para- 
mount importance at the present day, 
was not extended to every part of the 
country ; but unless they had this power 
of levying a rate, practically the whole 
work of technical education would be 
left to the towns, and no technical 
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schools would be provided in the rural 
districts. He hoped that this Amend- 
ment would meet with the sympathetic 
consideration of the Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, to leave out line 8, and to 
insert the words ‘is levied by the Conncil of 
the county in which the said Council of a 
non-county borough or urban district is 
situated.’”—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
in line 8 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that, as he 
understood it, the effect of the Amend- 
ment would be to limit the power of 
rating of the urban authorities by the 
amount levied by the county for the 
rural districts, although they had been 
told over and over again that the smaller 
urban areas were more enterprising 
educationally than the rural districts. 
Under these circumstances, the Amend- 
ment could not possibly be accepted by 
the Government, having in view the 
duties of the urban authorities, not only 
in regard to primary, but to secondary 
education. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he su 
ported this Amendment as prea 
necessary, because otherwise the farmers 
in the rural districts would leave the 
whole of the rating on the urban districts. 
As the clause stood at present, the 
County Council might rate itself for a 
secondary school, and then spend the 
whisky money on purely agricultural 
matters, unless there was some provision 
to protect the urban districts. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said that he 
was sorry to say he could not agree 
with the hon. Member for the Carnarvon 
Boroughs. The urban members of the 
County Council could look very well 
after their own interests ; and he 
thought the whisky money would be 
pretty equally divided over both the 
urban and the rural districts of the 
county. He did not think the Amend- 
ment would carry out the best interests 
of the education of the country, or that 
it would work well. 


Amendment negatived. 


* Sm ALBERT ROLLIT, in explaining 
the object of the Amendment he rose to 
move, said that the limitation of the 
rate to 1d. would, he believed, be a 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 
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mistake. The danger was not of the 
smaller boroughs levying too high 4 
rate, but of not levying a sufficient 
rate. It was a valuable provision jp 
the Bill that non-county borough and 
urban districts might, concurrently 
with, but, as he assumed, separately and 
independently of, the County Coungil, 
levy and spend a rate for the purposes 
of education, for by this means they 
could make such education particularly 
adapted to the special needs of their 
localities, in pursuance ofthe real principles 
oflocal government. That wouldintroduce 
an element of variety and elasticity in 
our educational fabric. Take the case 
of a non-county borough, such as Ripon, 
which had a population of only 8,500. 
Ripon was an agricultural centre, 
and, although the County Council of the 
manufacturing West/}Riding had done its 
work extremely well, but with some 
friction with the non-county boroughs, 
he could quite understand that the | 
Ripon Council would be better able to 
understand what was best for that par- 
ticular agricultural district. There was 
no distinction between a non-county 
borough and a larger community, 
excepting the restriction of raising 
money, based on a population line, which 
was arbitrary and often nonsensical. A 
non-county borough was limited by the 
Bill toa penny rate for its own purposes. 
He suggested that there should be a two- 
penny rate. But the most valuable 
portion of his Amendment was that 
which gave elasticity by providing that, 
if the Local Government Board were 
satisfied that the financial proposal was 
a good one, they might sanction such a 
rate as in the circumstances might be 
required. If the educational work was 
good, if the means were adequate, and 
if there was the will on the part of the 
community to do their own educational 
work, they ought to encourage, rather 
than discourage, such an attempt; and 
his Amendment would not only enable 
this to be done, but would, as ought to 
be the case, largely assimilate the case of 
the non-county boroughs as to fixing 4 
higher rate to that of the county 
boroughs—a proposal which he had 
suggested, and which had been carried 
out on the motion of the hon. Member 
for Sheffield in removing the limitation on 
the county boroughs. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words 
“1d. in the £,’ and insert the words ‘ 2d. in the 
£, or such higher rate as the council of such 
non-county borough or urban district, with the 
consent of the Local Government Board, may 
tix.’”—(Sir Albert Rollit. ) 


Question proposed. “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) supported the Amendment. 
He said the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord had pointed out that many of these 
schools had to meet a charge out of their 
rates for education, owing to the judgment 
given in the Cockerton case, which they 
would otherwise not have to provide for. 
He thought that in the majority of cases 
ld. rate might be sufficient; but, 
as they had established the principle of 
relaxing the limit toa certain extent with 
the consent of the Local Government 
Board, -that. principle might also be 
applied to urban districts and non-county 
boroughs for the purpose of secondary 
education. There were many cases in 
which such a thing might be justified. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he appreci- 
ated the argument of the hon. Gentleman, 
but it would be a very serious blow to 
the principle they desired to see adopted 
in this Clause if this Amendment were 
accepted. They had steadily gone on 
the theory that the problem of secondary 
education could only be worked out in 
these county areas by the County Councils 
and, for this purpose, the subordinate 
municipal authorities, working together in 

ony. He was convinced that, if the 
Clause was allowed to remain as it stood, 
there would be no difficulty in establish- 
ing that harmony. But if they increased 
the existing powers of these boroughs, 
and allowed them, quite irrespective of 
the views of the County Council, to go to 
the Local Government Board and make a 
demand for an increased power of rating 
and for power to deal with the whole 
problem of secondary education in their 
own area, there would be very great 
obstacles and difficulties thrown in the 
way of that harmonious working. He 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would not 
think it necessary to press the matter to 
4 division. 
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Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N. W.) 
said he had a similar Amendment on the 
Paper. He felt that these non-county 
boroughs and urban districts had hitherto 
in many instances performed their educa- 
tional work well, and it was extremely 
desirable they should maintain it. Many of 





them had efficient higher grade schools 
which could no longer exist, but on their 
foundations secondary schools should be 
established. Then, again, there were 
grammar schools in some of these non- 
county boroughs which in some cases 
were far from efficient either in their 
equipment or their curriculum. If they 
had an increased amount at their disposal 
they would be able to deal with those 
grammar schools and make them proper 
centres for secondary schools and for 
pupil teachers’ training, in co-operation 
with the County Council. In addition, 
there was the necessity of forming centres 
for continuation schools. A ld. rate 
was a very small amount, and there 





would be no compulsion to levy 2d. 
rate if it was not required. The 
|right hon. Gentleman said that these 
|non-county boroughs were subordinate 
| authorities for the purposes of secondary 
education, but a little time ago they 
| were told that they were absolutely in- 
'dependent. If that was so, there was 
great force in this Amendment. 


(6.40.) Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
N.) said that small townships in Germany 
and Switzerland spent enormous sums of 
money in comparison with their rating 
power and the number of inhabitants. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
This is only a question between 1d. 
and 2d. 


Mr. SCHWANN said there must be a 
beginning. A ld. was a_ considerable 
rate in some districts. Towns like 
Geneva and Zurich were only lightly 
taxed in the beginning, but they had 
enormously increased. For his part, he 
should do all he could both on this 
Amendment and others to enlarge the 
area for spending a larger sum on educa- 
tion. There would soon be an adequate 
return for it. He thought that if the 
Committee saw the progress that was 
made in small townships abroad they 





would vote for a larger amount. 
Ss 
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Mr. MIDDLEMORE, while in} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
favour of the Amendment, suggested that | anything of the kind. What I said 
the limit of 1d. should be retained,| was that, if§ they spent their own 
with the proviso that it might be extended | money on their own schools, those 
with the consent of the Local Govern-| schools should be under their own 
ment Board. He thought thesum in the | management. I did not say that they 
Clause was not adequate, seeing what had | should be independent of the local 
to be done in providing for evening | guthorities. 
schools, technical schools, teachers’ 
schools, and the new schools. | Mr. WHITLEY said the right hon. 

/Gentleman had merely reiterated what 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT accepted the he had pointed out to the Committee. 

suggestion of his hon. friend. 'If the Clause remained as it was, there 
‘could be 1d. rate in one district, 

Sir WALTERFOSTER saidhe thought | while the representatives of that district 
the suggestion just made would bring the | could go to the County Council and 
relation of the rating of these small | impose 2d. on others. This was 
boroughs into harmony with the County| curious reminiscence of the Home 
Council and that it would be a concession | Ryle Bill. Nobody at that time could 
in the direction of those who wanted to| ynderstand the in and out arrange- 
provide more money for secondary educa-| ment of the Home Rule Bill, yet in 
tion. He thought it was agreed that this Bill there was an extension of that 
ld. rate was inadequate, and he did in and out arrangement. This was a 
not think the harmony between the local jiatter which required the serious 
authorities would be at all lessened if the | consideration ‘ot the Committee, and 
power proposed were given and these |}, hoped they would support the 
bodies were enabled to obtain more) pein ee 
money in conjunction with the County | peo pier 


Council. It appeared to him that these | sim JOSEPH A. PEASE also sup 


bodies were to be not independent bodies | 
but subsidiary to the Education Depart-| ported the Amendment, and gave 
ment. He noticed a marvellous tender- | 28tances where the Clause would work 
ness as to the giving of power to local | unequall unless the alteration proposed 
authorities to increase their rates and| was made. He trusted the Committee 
spend their own money. Why should! would adopt the Amendment if the 
they be interfered with? ‘It was| Government did not give way. 
not money from the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer, and why should they not; Mr. BOUSFIELD said it was 
trust the people to spend their own| important that they should preserve 
money for what they wanted—want$, as far as possible the predominance of 
indeed, which were the most urgent in | the County Council, but, on the other 
the country ? hand, there were occasions when 
elasticity was desirable. He believed 
Mr. WHITLEY said that the) they could preserve both considerations ; 
Amendment of the hon. Member| they could preserve the predominance of 
for South Islington was the logical| the County Council and yet give more 
outcome of the Amendment accepted | elasticity, which in his opinion could 
a short time sega 5 Only a short | do nothing;but good. He would suggest 
time before, they had had a discussion |that the 1d. should be left where 
on the meaning of the word ‘“con-| it was, and that the power to exceed 
current,” and the First Lord of the|the ld. might be given, subject to 
Treasury had told them that “con-| the control of the County Council and 
current” meant independence; that | the Local Government Boaia. 
these small authorities would have 
independent power; that they could; Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the sugges 
raise the rates and control their own | tion of the hon. Member made the case 
schools, and that they would be entirely | harder than ever. Suppose one of these 
independent of the County Councils in| boroughs asked for permission to levy 
the matter of secondary education. (a rate on its own ratepayers, the 
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County Council would immediately give 
its consent, becayse they would say ‘“‘ we 
will also levy a rate upon them.” There 
was one broad principle upon which the 
Amendment might be supported, and 
that was that every community should 
be entitled to rate itself for education. 
That principle alone would make him 
support the Amendment. But there were 
certain practical difficulties which would 
arise. The upshot of what had been 
done would be that the municipal 
boroughs and urban districts would 
entirely free themselves from the control 
of the County Council. The County 
Council would undoubtedly have the 
right to levy a county rate, and to im- 

e that rate on the ratepayers of these 
Rcaghe But if that were attempted, 
they would have the church-rate fight 
over again, and the County Council 
would not dare to enforce the rate. It 
ought always to be borne in mind that 
they did not yet know how much secon- 
dary or higher education was going to 
cost. Higher education was to include 
branches of the work which had hitherto 
been included in the term elementary 
education. He therefore thought his 
hon. friend was on sound ground in 
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position they took up with regard to 
the county boroughs. In view of the 
previous concession of the Government, 
he could not see how. with any show or 
argument, they could decline to grant a 
similar concession in this case. He was 
against the Amendment from one point 
of view, viz., that it would take away 
from the larger jurisdiction of the 
County Council the areas of these 
municipal boroughs, but on the ground 
that no limit at all should be placed on 
an expenditure which could not at 
present be properly gauged he should 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud),asan urban councillor, pro- 
tested against the idea that they should 
be obliged to go cap in hand to the 
County Council in this matter. He was 
against any limit being imposed. The 
District Councils were kept in very good 
order by the ratepayers, and there was 
little fear of the rate being too large. 
He should therefore vote in support of 
the Amendment. 


(7.6.) Question put. 5 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; 


advising the Government to adopt the | Noes, 163. (Division List No. 256.) 


AYES. 


Acland- Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. a 
Balfour, RtHin.GeraldW. (Lee 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, LordCharles William 


Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel eo | 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 

Bousfield, William Robert 

Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn 
'y, Albert 





Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Gl’sgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish?V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (W ore'r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
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Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralp 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
no Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fer; n,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald ,Sir Robert Penrose - 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir Michael (Lond. Univ. 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( W’dnesbu 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
acartney,RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray Maconochie, A. W. 
Haisey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Hambro, Charles Eric M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x | M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry | Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. | Maxwell, W.J.H.(Damfriessh. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Haslett, Sir James Horner Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | Milvain, Thomas 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley | Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Helder, Augustus Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Henderson, Alexander Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants) 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Hickman, Sir Alfred More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Hoare, Sir Samuel Morrell, George Herbert 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. | Morton,Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | Mount, William Arthur 
Hornby, Sir William Henry Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry Murray, KtHnA.Grabam(Bute 
Hoult, Joseph Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m | Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) | O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Hudson, George Bickersteth Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) | Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Penn, John 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | Percy, Earl 
Johnston, William (Belfast) Pierpoint, Robert 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh) | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop.) | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Keswick, William Purvis, Robert 
King, Sir Henry Seymour Pym, C. Gu 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Randles, John S. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Rankin, Sir James 
Lawson, John Grant Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw.H. | Remnant, James Farquharson 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Richards, Henry  harles 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Ridley,iin.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Llewellyn, Evan Henr Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Lowe, Francis William Round, James . 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Rutherford, John 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E) | Burt, Thomas 

Allan, William (Gateshead) | Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Caldwell, James 

Ambrose, Robert | Cameron, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair | Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. Causton, Richard Knight 
Barlow, John Emmott | Cawley, Frederick 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Channing, Francis Allston 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Craig, Robert Hunter 

Black, Alexander William | Cremer, William Randal 
Boland, John | Dalziel, James Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Delany, William 

Brigg, John | Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
B urst, Henry Donelan, Captain A. 





Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) Doogan, 


P. C, 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duneaa, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 








Bill. 480 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Marry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sonig, Mak. J.B. Uatenl W. ight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G. (Oxfrd Uniy 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut. -Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E (Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C, Vernon- 
Whiteley, H(Asht’n-und-Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R. 
Wilson, Jobn (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
“Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJobn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Ctaude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
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Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Aolland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Hen 

Norton, Capt. ‘Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp’r’ry Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesle 
Spencer, Rt Hn C.R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carn’rvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley. Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Luadon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


O’Dowd, John 


Rea, Rus<ell 
Reddy, M. 


Russell, T. W. 





Question proposed, ‘‘ That Clause 3, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


(7.20.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): Be- 
fore the Committee passes this Clause [ 
desire even now, much as it has been 
debated, to ask for some further and 
definite explanation from the Govern- 
ment as to what are to be the precise 
relations between these two sets of autho- 
rities which are going to be set up under 
this Clause. The position, as I under- 
stand it, is that at the present time 
wider the Technical Instruction Act 
which is now the law these non-county 
boroughs or urban districts can supply 
technical education to the amount realised 
by the imposition of a penny rate. This 
Bill proposes to repeal the Technical In- 
struction Act, and that power will no 
longer exist if this Bill passes in its 
present form. I am merely asking for 
information, and I am not acting in any 
hostile spirit. Personally I may say at 
once that I should be very sorry to see 
any fund which at present exists cut off 
from the support of either technical or 
secondary education. It is not, there- 
fore, with any disposition to abolish or 


O’Brien, P. J. (Ti 
O’Connor,J ames ( 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’ Kelly, James (R’scomm’n,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellur 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Charles Edwd. (Stafford) 





Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J. A.(GI’m’rg’n,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, J r 


Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W, 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 
Wodehouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


rary, N.) 
icklow, W. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Albert Rollit and Sir 
Joseph Leese. 





to curtail any source of revenue which at 
present exists for these purposes that I 
am making the appeal which I now 
make. But, Sir, it is most important as 
regards the final working of our whole 
system of secondary education that we 
should know definitely what are to be 
the relations of the County Councils 
to the smaller authorities. There are, 
as far as I have been able to discover, 
three possible relationships which 
have been suggested from time to 
time. There is the relationship of sub- 
ordination, the relationship of alliance, 
which is, at any rate, hinted at by the 
concurrent power which this Clause con- 
tains ; and there is the relation of J/m- 
peria in Imperio. I do not think I am 
exaggerating when I say that if the 
Clause passes in the form in which it is 
at present it is possible for the adminis- 
trators of the Act and for any court of 
law to put upon this Clause any of these 
three constructions, and it is impossible 
to say at present which of the three is the 
correct one. The Clause is ambiguous 
and equivocal, and leaves the Committee 
in complete doubt, and the future ad- 
ministrators of the measure in complete 
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doubt, as to what is to be the real rela- 
tionship between the two sets of 
authorities. Two things are of the 
utmost importance. The firstis that the 
County Council shall be the supreme and 
responsible authority in secondary educa- 
tion, and the other is to bring into 
some kind of harmonious relationshi 
with the County Councils those lo 
authorities which at present had rating 
powers. and which ought, if possible, to 
exercise those powers in the future in har- 
monious action with the County Council. 
To leave the matter as it stands now 
promises a condition of administrative 
chaos. I am not quarrelling with any 
particular phrase in the clause, but I am 
simply asking for an explanation as to 
the general scope and effect of the words 
which have been introduced, and I do 
hope we shall receive some explicit state- 
ment from His Majesty’s Government as 
to what is to be the relationship of these 
smaller authorities with the County 
Councils. Surely, at the same time, the 
Government will consider the advisability, 
at a later stage of the Bill, of introducing 
some definite language, so that this rela- 
tionship will be clearly understood by 
those who have to administer this Act. 
I make this suggestion, not in any spirit 
of hostility to the Bill, but purely in the 
interests of secondary education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he also desired 
to press the question put by the hon. 
Member for North West Ham as to where 
they were now drifting in regard to this 
clause. He would remind the First Lord 
of the original scheme contained in this 
Bill. Clause 1 originally provided that 
sixty-twoadministrative counties should be 
autonomous paramount for secondary and 
elementary education, and, in addition to 
those, sixty-seven county boroughs were 
to be autonomous paramount authorities 
for secondary and elementary education. 
That made altogether 129 authorities 


Education 


under the Bill for elementary and second- | dite sid ental mee a 


ary education. In addition to this, it was 
now provided that these powers should 
be extended to municipal boroughs with 
a population of over 10,000, which 
numbered 140, and also to urban districts 
over 20,000, which numbered 61, and 
these were to have autonomy for element- 
ary education, with concurrent powers 
over secondary education. That brought 
the entire number of elementary and 
secondary authorities up to 330. What 


Mr. Asquith, 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 484 


had they got now as the result of the 
present discussion? In the first place, 
the Government had let in the non-count 
boroughs and the urban districts of all 
— which included 108 municipal 
roughs and some 745 urban districts, 
making a total of 853 authorities over 
and above the 330 previously set up. 
He ventured to say that the interpretation 
which the First Lord had put upon this 
proposal was not quite correct. The 
Attorney General’s name was on the back 
of the Bill, and if he would give the Com- 
mittee his view, it would be more to the 
purpose than scoffing at the suggestion 
which he had ventured to put forward. 

It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 

Committee report progress ; to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 3 :— 
Question again proposed. “That 


Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


(9.0.) Dr. MACNAMARA (continuing) 
said he had heard with consternation the 
alarming interpretation which the First 
Lord had put on the functions of the 
non-county boroughs and urban districts ; 
and he considered it of so serious a 
nature that he proposed to move the 
rejection of the clause. Where, he 
would like to know, were they drifting ! 
The original scheme of the Bill, which 
he had cordially supported in principle, 
was that of a single authority for all 
grades of education, administering a 
suitable area. In this respect he was a 


Vice-President, whose speeches as to the 
necessity of one authority he had 
followed with great interest. But now 
it appeared that the scheme was to set 
up paramount authorities for all grades 
of education in each of the sixty-two 
administrative counties, and in each of 
thesixty-seven non-county boroughs, thus 
making 129 authorities ; and the pro 
visio would let in 140 municipal boroughs 
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over 10,000 population, and sixty-one 
urban districts over 20,000, thus making 
901 authorities who would have an 
absolute autonomy over elementary 
education and concurrent powers with 
the County Council over higher educa- 
tion. This gave in all 330 authorities. 
It was a monstrous farce to talk any 
longer about one authority. Moreover, 
they had now let in all non-county 
boroughs, who, while they were not to 
be autonomous for elementary education, 
were to be absolutely independent, up 
to a penny in the pound, with regard to 
higher education, thus giving 108 more 
authorities. Then they were letting in 
also the urban districts, who were to 
have autonomous independence, up to a 
penny in the pound for higher education, 
and these were no fewer than 745 in 
number. He had spent the interval of 
the Suspension in working out these 
figures, because he was anxious to see 
the Bill emerge from its Committee stage 
inas good an educational form as possible. 
He found that, in addition to the 330 
authorities set up by the interpretation 
of the First Lord, there were to be 853 
authorities for secondary education, 


making altogether the alarming total of 


1,183 educational authorities. He must 
say that for a one authority Bill that 
was rather a large order. And this 
curious fact should be noted—that the 
autonomous authorities for higher edu- 
cation were four times as many as those 
for elementary’ education. That was 
not simply grotesque ; it was the climax 
of grotesqueness. The Vice-President in 
1896, under a similar scheme, declared 
that 128 autonomous authorities were 
too many and, when the First Lord 
admitted 197 more, said he had killed 
the Bill. What had the right hon. 
Gentleman now to say when there were 
no fewer than 1,183 authorities to be 
created? The secondary authorities, 
according to the statement of the First 
Lord, ought to be less in number than 
the elementary authorities. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that he did not 
desire to take away functions of the non- 
county boroughs and urban districts 
which already existed, but that was_a 
very good argument for the non-abolition 
of the School Boards. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We take no 
powers away from them. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said the Govern- 
ment were taking away their existence 
altogether. The Bill repealed the Techni- 
cal Instruction Acts altogether. The right 
hon. Gentleman said he simply ‘ramioll to 
set up somethingelse which was equivalent, 
In regard to education “other than 
elementary ” they were placing on the 
small bodies the obligation not only of 
continuing technical instruction, but of 
providing for the training of adult 
teachers. Therefore it was no argument 
to say that the Government went on 
this line of policy because they were 
loth to take away powers which these 
bodies had already. They did more 
than continue former powers; they 
added a number of functions to those 
which they already possessed. At an 
earlier part of theidebate he asked the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
1,183 authorities could, if they desired to, 
set up a secondary school in their own 
area in defiance of the wish of the County 
Council; and the right hon. Gentleman 
said, “ Yes, if it were with their own 
penny.” Then he asked if they would 
have the rate of the Education Com- 
mittee for that purpose, and the First 
Lord replied “Yes.” He could well 
imagine a small urban authority fore- 
going any right toa share in the whisky 
money and relying on its own penny in 
order to avoid interference by the County 
Council. He would take three typical 
counties. In Devonshire there would be, 
first of all, the administrative county, 
which would be able to levy up to 2d. 
in the £ for secondary education. Then 
there were the three county boroughs 
of Devonport, Exeter, and Plymouth, 
which would have the right to levy up 
to any sum for secondary education, and 
perfect autonomy in regard to elementary 
education. Then there were the three 
non-county boroughs of Barnstaple, 
Tiverton, and Torquay, which would be 
autonomous for elementary education, 
and also for higher education up to the 
limit of a ld. in the £, and thirty-four 
urban districts which would not be 
autonomous for elementary education 
but would be so for higher education up 
toald.in the £. There was g spectacle ! 
Forty-one different authorities in one 
county! He commended that condition 
of things to Mr. W. S. Gilbert. In 
Cheshire there was the administrative 


ol 
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county, four county boroughs, six, 


municipal boroughs over 10,000, one 
urban district over 20,000, and thirty- 
three other urban districts and municipal 
boroughs, all with the various powers 
the corresponding bodies in Devonshire 
had. But Lancashire was the most 
remarkable of all. Starting with the 
administrative county, there were also 
sixteen county boroughs, which would 
be absolutely dominant for higher and 
elementary education, levying any rate 
they liked in both cases; nineteen 
municipal boroughs over 10,000; eleven 
urban districts over 20,000 with 
autonomy for elementary education and 
autonomy up to a ld. in the £ for higher 
education; and, over and above all 
those eighty-six other non-county 
boroughs and urban districts not having 
any functions whatever with regard to 
elementary education, but having per- 
fect autonomy and independence up to 
ld. in the £ for higher education. In 
Lancashire there would be 133 autono- 
mous authorities for higher and forty- 
seven for elementary education. There 
were 1183 autonomous authorities for 
higher education, and 330 authorities for 
elementary education, and this face to 
face with the fact that in 1896 the Vice- 
President of the Council stated that 197 
would be fatal to any local government 
for education. The hon. Member hoped 
the case was not so bad as he had 
sige it, but his interpretation of the 

irst Lord’s statement was absolutely 
accurate. He hoped that before the 
Clause passed into law the Com- 
mittee would hear from the Attorney- 
General what was the exact interpreta 
tion of all those new authorities. The 
Bill was a very long way from being 
what he considered to be a one-authority 
Bill, and he felt compelled to move the 
rejection of the Clause. 


(9.28.) Sir JOHN GORST] said the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell had 
on former occasions expressed a desire 
to hear him on the subject, and he would 
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Dr. MACNAMARA: Not for this 


| purpose. 
| Sm. JOHN GORST: During the whole 


| of that time it had been open to any non- 
county borough or urban district to 
start a technical school in defiance of the 
| County Council, and totheCounty Council 
| to open a technical school on the opposite 
| side of the street, or side by side, and for 
competition to be carried on between the 
two. Yet throughout the whole of 
_ England and Wales there had not been a 
single case in which such a thing had 
_been done. Why? Because the County 
Councils and the councils of the non- 
county boroughs and the urban districts 
| were commonsense men, who had used 
their powers in a rational, and not an 
‘irrational, manner. The case of Stockton 
/had been quoted; but that was not a 
\case of rival schools. The people of 
Stockton were aggrieved because the 
county of Durham did not give them a 
| larger share of the local taxation money. 
| He defied any hon. Member to point to 
/acase in which the existence of these 
| concurrent powers under the Technical 
| Instruction Act had ever given rise to over- 
| lapping or torival schools. So far so good. 
The hon. Member for North Camber- 
| well objected that this Bill dealt not with 
technical, but with higher, education. 
| But as the hon. Member himself well 
| knew, the definition of technical educa- 
'tion was extremely loose and wide. _ It 
_included even continuation schools, and 


‘there were a number of evening con- 


tinuation schools being carried on by the 
| local taxation money. In Cambridge 
| shire where he lived it was their bvast, 
and he believed the boast was true, that 
| they had never levied a rate at all, and 
|that there was a continuation school 
| now within reach of every one of the 
inhabitants. That was the case of 4 
rather sparsely populated county. There- 
fore, under the present Bill the local 
| authorities would practically have to 
_provide only the same kind of schools 
that they had been providing during the 
|last twelve years. He thought they 


take this opportunity of stating his | could teach a great deal of elementary 


views. Inthe first place, he wished to 


which the hon. Member spoke were now 
in existence, and had been in existence 
during the last twelve years. 


Dr. Macnamara. 


‘instruction under the Technical Instrue- 
call the attention of the Committee to! tion Act. 
the fact that the 1,183 authorities of | Well, but they did. After all, this was 4 
| matter in which they should not go upon 


| theory and logic, but on the practical 
| way in which a Bill of this kind was to be 


[An Hon. Mempsr : “ No.”’}— 
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workedinitsadministration. Hehadnever | of the greatest ornaments of their Party. 
jmown in his life an Act of Parliament He was a man of knowledge and ex- 
logical from one end to the other. In perience, and when he recommended a 
s complicated civilisation like ours, | course of action, his opinion should be 
there had to be a good deal of modera-| treated with some respect. The right 
tion and confidence, a good deal of give hon. Gentleman did not think it was 
and take, to make our laws work as well as | given to an hon. Member like the hon. 
they had worked in actual practice. The Member for North Camberwell to describe 
hon. Member for NorthCamberwell might | Sir John Hibbert’s representation as gro- 
have made exactly the ‘same speech in| tesque and absurd. It was most essen- 
respect of the Technical Instruction Act ;| tial to the Clause that, the powers of 
yet that “absurd” Act had worked | these authorities should be limited to a 
perfectly well for twelve years without | very small rate; because, with unlimited 
ay hitch, or any of the difficulties which } powers of rating, they might be tempted 
would have been conjured up by the} to set themselves up in opposition to 
hon. Gentleman if he had been in the! the county authorities. But with only a 
House at that time, and if he had been | penny rateit would be impossible tointer- 
in the same frame of mind then. When | fere with the general county manage- 
the Government framed this Bill, they | ment of education. The idea of the Bill 
were face to face with the fact that a| was that the county authorities should 
number of authorities who possessed | inquire into the state of education and 
these powers had exercised them. A | frame a general county scheme for second- 
lgical scheme would have swept the | ary education. He would not at present 
powers away; but the authorities would | go into a discussion on the question of 
have remained, smarting under the | elementary education, because that would 
sense of having been deprived, not only | be dealt with later on. If a county 
of authority, but of property. How| contemplated a great scheme including 


ould any new programme have been | Secondary education, what opposition 
carried out with all these authorities | would the urban districts or boroughs be 


initially unsympathetic? Originally, | 
when the Bill was introduced by my 
tight hon. friend, the plan was to de- 
prive the smaller districts of their powers, 
and they would have been deprived, in 
many cases, of what they regarded as 
their property in the schools they had 
built; but who made representations to 
the Government of the inexpediency of 
such a course? It was not the small 





broughs, or the small ‘urban districts 
themselves. 
brought this matter strongly to the 
notice of the Government. It was the 
great counties, in whose interest, and to 
preserve whose authority, the Govern- 
ment scheme was introduced. He was 
present last week when a most in- 
fluential deputation waited on the Duke 
of Devonshire, representing all the great 
counties, and this point was urged most 
especially by the Chairman of the Lan- 
tashire County Council—the county to 
which the hon. Member had referred as 
the most grotesque case of all. That 
gentleman was Sir John Hibbert, whose 
tame would be received with respect, 


It was the counties that | ; 
| convince the Local Government Board 





especially by hon. Members opposite. 
When he sat in this House he was one 


able to give to it with a penny scheme ? 
There would be an unlimited scheme in 
the county. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the rate pro- 
posed was twopence. 


Sm JOHN GORST said the county 
authority would get the whole of the 
whisky money, and also the twopenny 
rate, but they would have unlimited 
power to increase the rate if they could 


that their financial position warranted 
the expenditure. Compared with that of 
the little recalcitrant boroughs that was 
an enormous power. How, in these cir- 
cumstances, could a small borough set 
itself up against the county authority ? 
It would be foolish to try to do it. The 
county could proceed to carry out its 
plan irrespective of any trivial disturbance 
which might come from a municipal 
borough. If, on the other hand, as would 
be the case in 999 boroughs out of 1000, the 
borough authorities were reasonable and 
sensible men their power to levy a penny 
rate would greatly assist the county 
scheme. In return for the assistance of 
the district, the county would probably 
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establish the county school there, and 
thus give that individual interest which 
people acquired in things which they 
thought were their own. If the authori- 
ties of counties and small boroughs were 
people of ordinary intelligence and com- 
mon sense, he thought that the preser- 
vation in the Bill m this power to levy 
the penny rate, in addition to the county 
rate, would greatly facilitate the spread 
of secondary education. At all events, 
the Committee might take it that this 
was the opinion of Sir John Hibbert, and 
it was the opinion which the representa- 
tives of all County Councils in England 
had urged on the Government as facilitat- 
ing their operations and in making it 
more easy for them to carry out the plan 
which they understood to be the plan of 
the Bill. That being their opinion, and 
it being most essential that a Bill should 
be passed which was in accordance with 
the views and the opinions of those who 
had to carry out its provisions, it would 
be most unfortunate if the Committee 
were to reject this Clause on the fanciful 
objections urged by the hon. Member. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the 
Committee had heard a great deal about 
the opinion of Sir John Hibbert, and very 
little about the opinion of Sir John 
Gorst. It was a pity that the right hon. 
Gentleman, having got up to answer the 


speech of his hon. friend the Member for | While large rural districts, 
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Sir John Hibbert was, no doubt, under 
the impression that the County Couneil 
was to be the governing/authority, but 
now there had been created a vast 
number of small autonomous centres, 
If these small bodies which were now 
included in the Bill had a penny rate, 
they would be able to form a Committee 
and to frame a scheme of their own. 
That would cause the functions of those 
small bodies to clash withthe general 
functions of the County;Council. The 
small bodies in their particular centres 
wouldjbe the persons to decide whether 
they would have a school of their own, 
and were they likely to sit down and 
allow it to be in the hands of the County 
Council? The First Lord of the Treasury 
said, ‘‘ No, they are to be autonomous in 
this regard.”” That was what hon. Mem- 
bers on this side of the House thought was 
not conducive to the interests of higher 
education. That was chiefly why he was 
entirely against giving autonomy in the 
matter of higher education to the smaller 
boroughs. He wanted to know why 
these urban districts were to be 
invested with this autonomous power 
if the larger rural districts were not also 
to be invested with the same power. 
An Urban Council like Frinton-on-Sea, 
in Essex, with a population of seventy- 
five persons, was to have autonomy; 
with popula- 


NorthCamberwell, should havethought fit | tions of 20,000 and upwards, were to be 
to sit down without giving the Committee | deprived of it. There would be a similar 


the benefit of his own opinion. They 
knew what was the opinion of the Vice- 
President in 1896, and so far he had 
not been able to gather anything in 
the course of the debates on the Bill to 
show that the right hon. Gentleman had 
discarded any of the opinions he then 


held, and which he declared in emphatic | number of autonomous centres. 


language to the House. Moreover, the 
right hon. Gentleman had, no doubt, been 
consulted by the Government in the 
framing of the Bill; and the scheme of 
the Government, at any rate at the 
beginning, was net to bring in those 
small bodies. It was to destroy the 
small bodies as autonomous centres, and 
to take from them the property they. 
possessed, or thought they possessed. If 
that was the scheme of the Government, 
had the right hon. Gentleman given 
sufficient reason for saying that now 
they must preserve these small bodies ¢ 


Sir John Gorst. 





anomaly in the case of Childwall, in Lan- 
cashire, with a population of 219. These 
were cases which he took simply at 
random. He wondered what Sir John 
Hibbert would say after reading the 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury 
in regard to the creation of a < 
the clause now stood, it was in a hopeless 
jumble. He did not believe the Govern- 
ment themselves understood it, or that 
it carried out their own intentions. 


Mr. Water Lone rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “That the Ques 
tion be now put.” 

(9.57.) Question put, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 195f 
Noes, 117. (Division List No. 257.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
palfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj’ min 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMicha’]Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

ood, James 

, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Hen 
Boseawen, Arthur Grifiith- 
Brassey, Albers 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 

er, William Ernest 

William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wor’e. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clive, “= Perey A. 

, Dou 


_ glas Harry 
ings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
{ranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Iain Earl 4 , 
mple, Sir Charles 

Denny, Colonel 
Diekson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

h, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

er, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose- 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, Hn. JE. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 





Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
ley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
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AYES, 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wedn’sbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG. (Middx 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’ndnderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
«ana a0 S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Freedrick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henr 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erekine 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Regd. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie. A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles i 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(E’inburgh, W 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
pe WJH(Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pace 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’stow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert ~or | C. 
Murray, Rt hnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

NOES. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brigg, John 
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Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Me jor Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxt'd niv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E. (T’nton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell(Birm. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, Joha (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Woltt, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wood, James 

Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B, Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 
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Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M, F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Bramptoa 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 


(10.8.) Question put 


“That Clause 3, as amended, stand part 


of the Bill.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas (air 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


White, George (Norfolk) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to move that 
you, Sir, report progress. The Committee 
has been engaged for some time in 
discussing the details of this important 
clause, and when all the Amendments 
were exhausted there came the natural 
period for the discussion of the clause as 
a whole. By the clock, we have been 
occupied fifty minutes on the clause 
itself Some most important speeches 
‘vere made. There was a short and 
pointed speech from my right hon. friend 
the Member for East Fife, before the 
dinner hour; and there was a most 
elaborate indictment of the clause, and 
an exposure of the hollow condition into 
which the Government have managed to 
struggle during the discussion on this 
Bill, by my hon. friend the Member for 
North Camberwell. No answer to these 
allegations was attempted by the Minister 
of Education. Member after Member 


was ready to speak on this side, and 
when the hon. Member for East Somerset 
on the other side—who, at least, is an 


authority that the Government and 
their friends will recognise—was inviting 
the Committee to listen to him, a Minister 
—not the Minister in charge of the Bill 
—moved that the Question be now put. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that no reflec- 
tion is possible on the action of the 
Committee in deciding that the Question 
be now put. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am aware of that fact, Sir. What I 
am reflecting upon is not the action of 
the Committee, but the action of His 
Majesty’s Government. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite is responsible for the 
conduct of these debates, and it is his 
duty to see that the Committee has ample 
opportunity for discussing the position. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I think the right 
hon. Gentleman is aware that it is not 
permissible to go back on a decision 
which has been come to by the Committee. 
It is obvious that if we were te go back 
and discuss the question of closure 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Dr. Macnamara and Mr, 
Samuel Evans. 


every time it is applied there would 
never be any end to our proceedi 

I cannot allow any reflection to be passed 
either on the Minister for having moved, 
or the Committee for having passed, the 
closure. As for the discretion in accept 
ing such a Motion, that rests with me. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I accept your ruling, Sir, that there is to 
be no reflection on the conduct of the 
Minister; but we are at least entitled 
to say, as we remain without the full 
information that we desire as to real 
intentions of the Government in re 
to this vital clause, and as we have 
been hitherto denied that positive and 
accurate information which it was our 
business to demand, and which we ought 
to have received, that there is ample reason 
for the Motion which I am about to 
make. I do not know that I am entitled 
now to go back on the whole question of 
the unity of authorities, but, as my hon. 
friend the Member for North Camberwell 
has said, he regards himself, as a var 
many regard themselves, as having been 
induced by a sort of confidence trick, on 
many occasions, to support the views of 
the Government. My hon. friend is a 
strong advocate of the unity of authority, 
and now he finds that there is to be no 
unity of authority. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman will not be in order in 
discussing that question. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I will not discuss the merits of the 
question, as I see I am to be kept 
between very narrow bounds, but, at 
all events, I have said enough to show 
—if the courtesy of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite will permit me to proceed—that 
we on this side think that there 
abundant reason for reporting progress 
and ceasing to continue now the 
discussion of a Bill in regard to which 
we have been treated in the manner ID 
which the Government have treated us. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, | dee) : Sir, I desire to ask you whether you 
“That the Chairman do report progress, | rule that this Motion of my right hon. 


and ask leave 


meve ers Bo hehe es & -.* 


H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The Question is, 
that I report progress and ask leave to | 
Under Standing Order 23, I 
shall immediately put the Question. 


sit again. 


House. 


| 
| 


to sit again.”—(Sir | friend is an abuse of the Rules of the 


| 

| *THe CHAIRMAN: Yes. 

(10.28.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 124; 
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Clause 4 :— 


(10.40.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
he begged to move the postponement 
of Clause 4, for the following reasons. 
first was that it was a 


The 
which dealt with the 
religion, and he did 


that they were in a frame of mind 


at the present moment, 


fault of their own, to discuss it. 
the present they had been discussing the 
-question of secondary education in the 
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true spirit of Christian charity, and if 
they were upset now, it was entirely 
due to the action of the Government. 
Besides that, they were entitled to know 
where they were before they entered on 
the discussion of the religious question. 
They could not discuss the question of 
instruction as ; 
secondary education without taking 
into account the whole question of 
religous instruction in connection with 
primary as well as secondary education. 


it bore on 
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They could not deal out one measure 
for secondary education, and another 
measure for primary education, He 
wished to point out the position they 
were in in discussing the question of 
religious instruction in connection with 
secondary education. As the Bill 
stood at the present moment, it 
created about 1,200 little authorities, 
and he was bound to point out how that 
bore on the clause, and why, to his 
mind, they ought to postpone the con- 
sideration of the clause until they really 
knew what the Government had decided 
todo. The Government could subsidise 
all those little Church academies in every 
town and village throughout the country 
without any sort of control at all. With 
regard to primary education, the Govern- 
ment at least proposed to give one-third 
ofthe management, and he maintained 
that the Committee ought not to proceed 
with the discussion of the clause until 
they had decided what they would do 
with religious education all round. 


Under the Welsh Intermedi:te scheme, 
no sectarian schools of any kind were 
subsidised. Why would not the Govern- 
ment adopt that scheme, or wait until 


they could see what the whole scheme of | 
What had the! 


the Bill would be? 
Government done? If he might use the 
term they had Rollitised the education 
system of the country, and they had 
created a large number of authorities, 
which made the scheme ridiculous. If 
the Bill stood as it was that morning, at 
any rate, the clause would only have 
applied to training colleges of a sub- 
stantial character, and to technical 
shools established by the County 
Councils where no religious instruction 
of any denomination was given. Now, 
the whole scheme had been changed to 
such an extent that it applied to all the 
little schools throughout the country, 
which were purely denominational, 
ad which belonged to Catholics, 
Anglicans, Wesleyans, Baptists, and other 
denominations. That changed the 
whole position when they came to con- 

rthe question of religiousinstruction. 
He had another reason for moving that 
theclause be postponed. He had already 
asked the Government, and he thought 
they were entitled to know before they 
Went any further, now that they had 
tome to the really controversial part of 
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the Bill, whether the Government had 
made up their mind. Upto the present, 
the only controversy was between those 
who were in favour of strengthening 
and improving secondary education, and 
the Church party, who did not want 
any education at all. That was the only 
religious issue which had been introduced. 
But now they came to the really contro- 
versial part of the Bill. They had heard 
about suggestions which the Govern- 
ment were to make on the question of 
religious instruction. The Committee 
should know them, or the clause should 
be postponed until the Government had 
made uptheir mind. Upto the present, 
the Government had simply accepted 
the dictation of the small section of their 
own followers. If that were not so, 
what became of the memorial to the 
Government from a large body of their 
own supporters in favour of increased 
control ? The Government had not 
consulted the feelings of the Com- 
mittee, but had accepted the dic- 
tation of that retinue of acolytes who 
had been dragging the trail of 
priesthood through the lobbies of the 
House of Commons. He thought they 
were entitled to know whether the 
Government were prepared to regard 
the whole of this question independently, 
without listening to dictation from any 
quarter; and whether they were pre- 
pared to simply pass the Bill as an 
educational measure, and for educational 
reasons to sacrifice some minimum, at 
any rate, of their extreme views on this. 
question, in order to get a really national 
system of education. It would be in 
the interests of the Bill to postpone this 
clause with a view to a conference of 
reasonable men, to consider what should 
be done. If they were to decide now 
that the second part of the Bill was to 
be stamped with sectarianism, if the 
Government were going to subsidise 
sectarian schools, academies, and colleges, 
without any kind of control by the 
County Councils, then it would be 
absolutely impossible to arrive at any 
reasonable solution. He appealed to the 
Government in the interests of the 
progress of the Bill itself. He could 
assure hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
the events which had just happened 
would not facilitate the progress of the 
Bill. Quite the reverse. Up to the 


T 
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present the spirit of conciliation which 
had been displayed had done more for 
progress than the spirit of coercion; 
and he would ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he did not think 
that it would be in the interests of the 
Bill, taking into account the temper 
of the House, that the Motion should 
be accepted, and that they should not 
now embark on the highly controversial 
subject of religious instruction. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 4 be postponed.”—(Mr. 
Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is tolerably 
evident, from the tenour ofthe singular 
speech we have just heard, that, in the 
view of the hon. Member who has just 
sat down, what he is pleased to describe 
as the uncontroversial stage of this 
Bill has now been passed. The hon. 
Member really means the stage during 
which the discussions were courteous, 
and it is only too patent from the 
remarks which have just fallen from 
him, that the hon. Member considers 
himself at liberty in dealing with the 


question of religious education, at all 
events, to throw aside absolutely any 
indication of religious charity. I have 
always disapproved of these methods, 
and I will not endeavour to imitate 


them. When I pass from the vitu- 
peration of the hon. Member to the 
arguments he has advanced in support 
of his Motion, I confess I find myself 
somewhat at a loss. I rather admire the 
hon. Gentleman’s power of vituperation, 
but I cannot in my heart admire his style 
of argument. This clause deals with the 
vexed and difficult question of religious 
education for secondary schools. Whyare 
we to postpone it, and divorce it forcibly 
from that part of the Bill which deals 
with secondary education? Neither 
reason, nor logic, nor the practice of 
this House, nor common sense, suggests 
that such a course is preferable or 
desirable. It is too much to hope— 
indeed after the speech of the hon. 
Member, I have almost ceased to hope 
—that we should approach this question 
in that calm spirit w hich would certainly 
be fitting in a discussion of this kind. 
Why am I to promise myself or the 
House a more happy condition of the 
Parliamentary atmosphere when we have 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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deferred the discussion of religious 
education for secondary schools untif 
we have calmed our temper over the- 
discussion of religious education jp 
primary schools, I see nothing in the- 
future clauses of the Bill in the nature 
of an anodyne and, though I regret 
that there should be any feeling of 
temper, of irritation, or impatience, | 
am quite unable to charge myself with 
having contributed to it. At all events. 
we are quite as likely to be able to 
discuss this clause in its proper place- 
in the Bill as we should be, if we 
now artificially divorce it from its 
proper context, and discuss it in a 
part of the Bill to which it does not 
properly belong. The hon. Gentleman 
said that in so far as we had made 
progress with this Bill that progress 
had been made by conciliation. By 
conciliation I understand him to mean. 
accepting Amendments, and yet the 
very hon. Gentleman who made that 
observation said we had absolutely 
destroyed the Bill by accepting Amend- 
ments; and because we had accepted 
Amendments he regarded himself as 
justified in asking the Committee to 
postpone this clause. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Amend- 


ment was a bad one. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: By conciliation 
the hon. Gentleman really means 
accepting good Amendments; and by 
good Amendments he means Amend- 
ments he himself agrees with. That is 
a very narrow definition of conciliation, 
and it is not one which I think the 
Committee would do well to add to its 
dictionary. I think I have answered 
everything in the nature of argument 
which the hon. Gentleman brought 
before the Committee. Surely it is 
plain on the face of it that this is the 
proper point with which to deal with 
this question of religious education. 
Painful as it may be, and is, to drag 
this topic into the arena of controversy, 
there is no man in this House who 
does not know that I am_ speaking 
the absolute truth when I say that 
whatever Bill is introduced, whether 
it be favourable to the views of hon. 
Members opposite, or favourable to the 
views of hon. Members who support the 





509 Education 


Government, it is unhappily—most un- 
happily—not possible to deal with educa- 
tion, primary or secondary for this 
gountry, without raising this question 
of religious education. If we all 
believe, as we have been told ad nauseam, 
with endless repetition, in these debates, 
that it is necessary for us to deal boldly 
with the question of education, we have 
unhappily to reconcile ourselves to the | 
correlative necessity of having, to the 
best of our ability, to deal with the) 
question of religious education. That is 
an absolute necessity—whoever brings 
forward an Education Bill, whatever 
principle it embodies, and whatever 

rty is responsible for it. I can only 
. the House to do for its part what 
Icertainly desire to do for mine—to try 
to deal with a question bristling with 
difficulties, raising every kind of passion, 
but which yet must be dealt with in a 
spirit of calmness, and if possible of 
Christian charity, to deal with a topic 
which we cannot avoid, and which I 
trust we may be able to settle in a spirit 
befitting such a great Assembly. 


(10.55.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said 
he agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
that debates in this House should be as 
courteous as possible. He thought he 
might say that his hon. friend did not in- 
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tend to be discourteous to the right hon. 
Gentleman, any more than any other 
hon. Member on that side ever did. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
now consider the matter calmly and | 
dispassionately. He admired the first | 
part of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech very much. He never liked the 
tight hon. Gentleman better than when 
he was quiet, but while the right hon. 
Gentleman was inviting the Committee 
4o a calm and dispassionate discussion, 
he was striking the box on the Table. 
At the commencement of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s observations, he displayed 
no violence, either mental or physical ; 
but immediately he began to talk of 
Christian charity he began to smite the 
box, rather to the discomfort of his own 
hand. He did not think that at present 
the Committee was in a mood to pro- 
in discuss the Clause. Surely the 

plan was to face the situation. 


The right hon. Gentleman had frequently 
tofight against Motions for adjournment, 
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and after an hour had been wasted, he 
had to fall in with the general sense of 
the House. He ventured to think that 
the general sense of the House now was 
that they should not proceed with the dis- 
cussion of the Clause. He might be 
wrong, but that was his view. Did the 
right hon. Gentleman think that any 
good could be done in the fifty-five 
minutes that now remained if they 
embarked on the discussion of the 
Clause. It was obvious that if any one 
wished to prolong the discussion on the 
Education Bill, he could not have 
devised a better means than that which 
had been devised by the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues. Up to a 
certain hour the discussion was proceeding 
drearily. He could say that because he 
took part in it himself, and the Bill was 
going through by weight of dreariness 
when the absence of the right hon. 
Gentleman gave occasion to a more 
ardent colleague. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man will not be in order in reflecting 
on the action of the Minister who moved 
the closure. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he did 
not intend to make any reflection, 
and would withdraw any reflection 
which anybody thought he might 
have seemed to make. The argu- 
ment was that in the state of feeling 
now prevailing in the House, the right 
hon. Gentleman could not hope to make 


| progress with the Bill, particularly when 


a Clause dealing with religious instruction 
had to be considered. Another strong 
argument was that they really did not 
know the effect of the variation in the 
terms of Clause 3. Clause 4 stated that 
a council in the application of money 
under the Act should not require any 
particular form of instruction to be 
given in a school. What council was 
referred to? He was nota friend of the 
Bill, but if he were promoting it, he 
would consider that the best way of 
making progress was to accept the 
Motion before the Committee and not 
to force the House of Commons to deal 
with the clause in present circumstances, 
especially when the question involved 
excited feeling and passion on all sides. 
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Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he wished | * THz CHAIRMAN: I think the hon: 
to re-echo the words of the First. Lord | Member will feel on reflection that the 
of the Treasury. The ardour displayed | statement he had made just now that 
during the last hour was, he thought, | the First Lord of the Treasury was in the 
due to other causes than interest in the | habit of accusing hon. Gentlemen of 
Education Bill. Those who had been | saying that which they did not believe to 
working hard during the afternoon, and | be true, is going far beyond whatis 
who, he hoped, were educationists first, | justifiable. 
regretted as much as anyone the temper 
into which the House had got; and he| Mr. CORRIE GRANT said if he said 
would re-echo the words of the right | that he would withdraw it at once, and 
hon. Gentleman war on 6 and earnestly | apologise for saying it. It was not quite 
that they might get back to the practice | easy for a man who was only a few 
of Christian charity in the discussion of | months in the House to be called upon 
the matter. Many hon. Members could | suddenly to remember language which 
get back to that better and more quickly | had been used. They, on that side of 
than the First Lord of the Treasury, | the House, did not, however, like the 
because they had not a box in front of | reflections which had been made upon 
them. He would put a point to the them; and when the First Lord came to 
right hon. Gentleman, which he thought | reconsider what he said tonight, he 
would be of value. If they postponed | hoped he would remember also the 
Clause 4 they could proceed with Clause | really earnest efforts made by many 
5, which was a Clause with reference to | hon. Members on that side of the House 
which many hon. Members had been wait- | to make the Billa better Bill. Many 
ing for some explicit declaration from the | of them had voted against their Party 
Government. They wished to know if and in support of the Government. 
the Government were going to kill the Their desire was, if possible, to thresh 
School Boards or keep the option alive, | out a decently workable Bill. That 
and on the answer to that would depend | could be done only if the Committee 
very largely the attitude many hon. | came back to the temper in which it had 
Members would take up on the religious | previously diseussed the measure. If the 
question. If the School Boards were to | right hon. Gentleman would now proceed 
be kept alive where the municipal | with Clause 5 and make a declaration of 
authorities desired it, an entirely different | the Government’s intention with regard 
position would be created. Many hon. | to the option, the Committee would have 
Members had tried to obtain an answer | time to think over the matter, and be 
to that question, and he thought the| able to take up the discussion of Clause4 
right hon. Gentleman would allow that | on the morrow in a manner which would 
the debates would have been shorter if | be profitable both to themselves and the 
he had answered it earlier. The practice | Bill. 
which the Government had adopted of 
refusing to give any indication of their} jr M’KENNA said he desired to 
intention as to a particular Clause until | ..hmit a somewhat complicated and in- 
it had been reached, was largely re-| tricate argument. The Amendment 
sponsible for the length of the debates. accepted by the First Lord on Clause 3 


*Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- | would, he contended, require the complete 





man is not now giving reasons for the| reconstruction of Clause 4. Under 
postponement of the Clause. Clause 12 the Council would have to act 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he was|through the Education Committee. 
sorry if he had broken the Rule; but he | Under the Amendment of Clause 3 the 


Committee had established hundreds of 


poled mee Dy Bey eng Bow 1 new Educational Committees which 


they now advocated had been followedin , th th 
the past the discussions would have been | Would have no point of contact with the 
shorter. The First Lord ofthe Treasury | Board of Education or the Local Govern 
had declared that hon. Members knew | ™ent Board. Consequently, if this 
in their conscience that what they were Clause stood in its present form, there 


ing when they brought f .| would be no means of applying com- 
Pn ene ~s mare ange pulsion to the Education Committee to 
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carry out the Clause. He was referring 
tosmall urban districts. A totally inde- 

dent Committee would be constituted, 
and there was no authority which could 
compel them to observe this Clause. He 
therefore submitted that Clause 4 should 
be postponed till the effect of the Amend- 
ment of Clause 3 had been considered, 
and Clause 12 had been discussed. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that the 
suggestion of the First Lord of the 
Treasury that support of this Motion 
could only be found in vituperation and 
not in argument was not exactly in 
keeping with his appeal for Christian 
charity. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman has misunderstood 
what I said. I was not making a 
general observation, but making a 
criticism, perhaps undeserved, but still a 
criticism on the particular speech to 
which I was replying. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I 
answer that. 


must 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said his 
hon. friend needed no defence from 
him, but he was sure that his speech 
was not lacking in_ well - reasoned 
argument. The First Lord attempted 
to answer the argument by saying 
that Clause 4 was a conscience Clause 
affecting secondary education ; that there- 
fore it was applicable to and ought not to 
be divorced from this part of the Bill. 
But the Committee were in the singular 
Position of not knowing until they came 
to Clause 18 what the Government 
meant by secondary education. The 
only definition they had had up to the 
present was that it was other than 
tlementary. | Until the Government 
had made it clear what they meant by 
secondary education, it was obvious 
that this Clause could not be properly 
discussed. Then, too, the question of 
religious instruction and the conscience 
Clause affecting it would be greatly in- 
fluenced according to whether or not 
private schools were to be subsidised 
and come under the scheme of the 
Government. If those schools were to 
be entirely in the hands of private 
individuals, one kind of conscience Clause 
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would be suitable, whereas if they were 
to be in the hands of publicly elected 
bodies an entirely different Clause would 
be required. There were also schools 
being carried on under the Cowper- 
Temple Clause. Whether that Clause 
would be applicable or not in that case 
they could not say until they knew 
whether the schools would be secondary 
or elementary. With regard to these 
different classes of schools it was im- 
possible to form a right judgment until 
the Government had given their de- 
finition of secondary education. 


Mr.GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Pudsey) said the hon. Member for the 
Carnarvon Boroughs had supported his 
Motion with important and cogent 
arguments, to which no reply whatever 
had been made. The First Lord had 


instead read the hon. Member a lesson 
on the art and practice of Christian 
charity. They regarded the right hon. 
Gentleman as a teacher inmany matters 
of political, social and philanthropic—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not now giving reasons for postponing 
the Clause. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said there 
were forcible reasons for the postpone 
ment. The Committee was in an undesil- 
able frame of mind for dealing with 4 
matter of such great importance. No topic 
so magnified differences or rent parties 
asunder as a religious topic. By the 
acceptance of Amendments, Clause 3 had 
been so altered that it was inan entirely 
different form from that in which it was 
introduced. It was, therefore, necessary 
to inspect carefully the new form of the 
Clause, and that could not be done until 
they had seen it in print. All discussion 
on Clause 4 would be perfectly valueless, 
so far as moulding it soas best to deal 
with the important question involved 
was concerned, unless the Committee had 
before it the whole of the Bill so far as it 
had gone, with the various Amendments. 
He represented a constituency which 
was Nonconformist in tendency, though 
he was not of that persuasion, and it 
was necessary to walk warily and to hold 
the balance fairly between the Church 
of England on the one side, and Noncon- 
formity on the other. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not giving reasons for postponing the 


Clause, and I must remind him of the | reasonable proposal. 


‘Standing Order against irrelevancy. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said he | 
was endeavouring to show why it was not 
desirable to deal with the religious ques- 
tion until other matters had been dealt 
with. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would reconsider his decision, and | 
not hurry this matter through as the 


previous Clause had been. 


(11.28.) SR H. CAMPBELL-BANNER. | 
MAN said a number of his hon.friends had | . ,iai¢ 
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| the rest of the Bill had been disposed of. 
|He really did not think that was a 
He spoke as one 
_who had voted for the Second Reading 
ofthe Bill, and who, upon many of the 
| vital points of the measure, was not in 
/agreement, he was sorry to say, with 
|his good friends on that side of the 

ouse. Speaking in that capacity, he 
put it tothe Government whether they 
|were not getting into a ridiculous 
| position. They had now reached 
one of the most debateable and 
serious portions of the Bill, and it seemed 
ous thing for the First Lord of the 


adduced, as he thought, excellent reasons | Treasury to force on the discussion of the 


for the postponement of this Clause. 
The reason just referred to by his hon. 


friend should suffice in itself, namely, | 
that the changes made in Clauses 1, 2, | 


and 3, had been so great and impor- 
tant that they ought really to have those 
Clauses in their amended form before 
them. The right hon. Gentleman must 
see that, as these Clauses related to the 
secondary education part of the Bill, 
they ought to have the machinery which 
had been approved by the Committee 


fully before them before entering on | 


this religious difficulty. The right hon. 
Gentleman had been very strong in his 
advocacy of Christian charity, and he 
seemed to think that there were wicked 
and subversive people who would disturb 
his even calm by always introducing this 
religious difficulty. Apparently, he did 
not realise the fact that the religious 
difficulty originated far more with his 
own friends than with Members on the 
‘Opposition side of the House. The latter 
might seem sensitive on the subject; 
but it was because attacks had been 
made upon them. If, however, the 
right hon. Gentleman remained obdurate 
and declined to report progress, they 
must have a division: It would then 
be time to go home and probably to- 
‘morrow they would be ina better frame 
-of mind on both sides of the House. 
But the night would not have been spent 
in vain if the Government had learned 
that it was not by driving and forcible 
measures that they were likely to make 
progress with their Bill. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford, 
‘E.) said he understood that, if this 
Motion were carried, the Clause would go 
-back to the very end of the Bill and 
would not come up for discussion until 


| matter at this time. He could make no 
| progress, because the clock was against 

im. He ventured to suggest that the 
right hon. Gentleman would be well 
advised if he allowed the proceedings to 
come to an end now and took up this 
fresh subject tomorrow, when, perhaps, 
they would all be in a better frame of 
mind. If the right hon. Gentleman did 
not do so he would not make any progress 
and he would certainly not promote the 
reasonable discussion of this Clause when 
they met again tomorrow. While he 
could not support the proposal to postpone 
this clause indefinitely to the end of the 
Bill, he would press upon the right hon. 
Gentleman the advisability of making this 
small concession by not asking them to 
commence at this late hour, a discussion 
upon this new and thorny subject. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
with some feelings of compunction that 
he trespassed for a second time upon 
the ne aah of the Committee in 
connection with this Amendment. The 


Leader of the Opposition had urged the 
Committee to acccept this Motion on the 
. that so many important changes 


ad been introduced into the first three 
Clauses of the Bill that it was impossible 
to proceed now with the fourth Clause, 
until hon. Members had had an oppor- 
tunity of seeing the first three Clauses in 
their amended form. He thought that if 
he had given the close attention to the 
debates that his colleague the Member for 
Aberdeen had done, he would have known 
that the first Clause passed without any 
Amendment at all, that, as regarded the 
second Clause, there were no changes of 
substance but only changes of phraseology, 
and that the alteration in Clause 3, which 
was moved last night, was, whether it was 
good or bad, simplicity itself. If the 
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right hon. Gentleman’s proposal were 
carried out they would adjourn the 
discussion as soon as an Amendment was 
accepted, and no Government would ever 
accept an Amendment. Indeed the 
conduct of Parliamentary business would 
be impossible. He ventured to suggest 
that the right hon. Gentleman should not 

that canon of conduct upon the 
Tse. The Leader of the Nationalist 
Party had said he disapproved of the 
Amendment, but on the whole there was 
nothing to be gained by continuing the 
discussion of it. He could not agree, 
because he thought they ought to conclude 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND aaid he sug- 
gested that it was not desirable to com- 
mence that night the discussion on the 
new Clause. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said this was an 
Amendment on the Clause and it ought to 
be disposed of that night. He seldom had 
the good fortune to speak without being 
replied to, and he freely admitted that it 
was highly improbable that they could 
begin the discussion on any subsequent 
Amendment. 


(11.43.) Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 96; 


the discussion of it that night. 


Allen, CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Branner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Barns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick F 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans,Samuel T(Glamorgansh 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner,James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, -lohn George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.G’r’ld W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 
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AYES, 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, Geerge 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Norton, Capt. William Cecil 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 


NOES. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brvmer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. E. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


(Division List No. 260.) 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, 'T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C R(Northants 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thomsou, F.W. (York, W. RB.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George(York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson,Fred.W (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 





Mr. William M‘Artbur. 


Chapman, Edward 
harrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

a ouglas Harry 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 





Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. é 
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en Sir John Edward 
Do s, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ail Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzgerald, Sir RobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLord G(Middx 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, Jobn Patrick 

Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, H evry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again Tomorrow. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


[es 
~ Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed,— 


**In page 1, line 15, to leave out the word 


‘four, and insert the word 


Bran.) 
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Leamy, Edmund 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Noire Frederic Carne 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James evguhonen 


Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, — -(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cummin 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rghW 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners. Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomos 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntington) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,RobertJasper(Shropsh’re 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton,Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murphy, John 

Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Ridley, Hon M W (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J EB (isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMark J. M ‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G (OxfdUniy 
| Thornton, Percy M. 

| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Tully, Jasper 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Warr, Augustus Frederick 

| Webb, Colonel William George 
| Welby, Lt-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 





Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| 


Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. Willox, Sir John Archibald 


O’Dowd, John 

Malley, William 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, HerbertPike (Darlingtn 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesl’y 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


House. 


‘ three.’—(Mr. 





| Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 


Yortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FoR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘four’ stand part of the Clause.” 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 


The Committee report progress ; to sit 
again Tomorrow. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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PETITIONS. 


a 


| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Wednesday, 2nd July, 1902. 
Petitions against: From Hunslet ; 
| Alcester ; Leicester; Sileby ; Connon ; 


The House met at Two of the clock. Mexborough; Keighley and Halifax; 


| 
| 
| to lie upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 


BUSINESS. | Petitions against: From Aikton and 
| Wigton ; to lie upon the Table. 


F PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING | ' 
PORDERS NOT ‘PREVIOUSLY. IN.|  “2TURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ee ee a ae UNIVERSITY COLLEGES (GREAT 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table BRITAIN) (GRANT IN AID). 
> Report from one of the Examiners; Return presented, relative thereto 
sof Petitions for Private Bills, That, in [ordered 1st July; Mr. Austen Chamber- 
‘the case of the following Bill, originat- lain}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
sing in the Lords, and referred on the| printed. [No. 252.] 
First Reading re the | PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
= Orders not previously inquired into, | Co 
‘ ‘ py presented, of Twenty-seventh 
find which ate applicable thereto, have | annual Report (for 1901-2), with 
hp sa Da Appendices ;{by Act]; to lie upon the 
: Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- | Table, and to be printed. [No. 253.] 

way (New Lines, etc.) Bill [Lords]. | a Ang ene BR pga 

s Ordered, that the Bill be readasecond| Return _ presented, relative thereto 
» time. [ordered 25th March ; Sir Walter Foster] ; 
4 | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


‘PRIVATE BILLS [Lorns] (STANDING | (No. 254.] 
§ ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN- | TRADE REPORTS. 
: con, INTO NOT COMPLIED| Copy presented, of Index to Reports 
: : : | of his Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | Representatives abroad on Trade and 
S Report from one of the Examiners of Subjects of General Interest (with 
+ Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the Appendix), 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
case of the following Bills, originating | upon the Table. ; 
mthe Lords, and — on the First “CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | (jRELAND) ACT, 1887 (PROSECUTIONS). 
: tot previously inquired into, and which | Return presented, relative thereto 
yo7e applicable thereto, have not been | [ordered 9th June; Mr. Delany] ; to lie 
: complied with, viz. :— |upon the Table, and to be printed. 
London United Electric Railways Bill | [No. 255.] 
aN at ae 
Piccadilly, City, and North - East | ' est 
Bad Railway Bill [Lords]. Copy presented, of Order, dated 27th 
June 1902, made by the Secretary of 
Ordered, that the Report be referred | State for the Home Department under 
to the Select Committee on Standing | section 49 of The Factory and Workshop 
Orders. Act, 1901, with regard to the overtime 
am (employment of womenin the making 
en a ROVEMENT and mixing of butter, and the making of 
’ cheese, and revoking the Order made on 
Lords Amendments considered, and | 18th August, 1893, under section 56 of 
agreed to. of the Act of 1878 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VOL. CX. [FourTH SERIES. } U 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented. of Diplomatic and 

_ Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2834 to 2838 [by Command]; to lie 

upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES.) 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 577 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ee 


Glengevlin (Cavan) Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he will say whether inquiries have been 
made into the question of changing the 
conveyance of the mails to Glengevlin 
from the present route via Carrick-on- 
Shannon and Dawra to Enniskillen and 
Blacklion as affording a better delivery ; 
and, if so, will he state the result. 


(Answer.) Inquiry has been made on 
the question of serving Glengevlin by 
way of Enniskillen and  Blacklion, 
as suggested by the hon. Member, 
instead of from Carrick-on-Shannon and 
Dawra as at present, but it is found 
that such achange would not admit of 
the provision of so good a service as the 
existing one. Letters from Blacklion and 
Swanlinbar posted intime for the day 
mail despatch at 11.40 a.m. and 12 noon 
respectively should reach Glengevlin on 
the following morning, and letters and 
newspapers posted in Dublin in time for 
the night mail despatch should also reach 
Glengevlin on the following morning. 


—(Post Office.) 


Navy—Shooting Prizes. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he ean state the amount of money that 
has been expended annually since 1890 
upon shooting prizes for the Navy, and 
the manner in which such amount has 
been allotted. 
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(Answer.)~ The following Table gives 
the amounts expended and the mode of 


allotment during the years referred 
to :— 





For heavy 
ns, 
quick-fir- 
ing guns, 
and 
machine 
guns. 


For small 
arms and 
revolvers, 








£ 
868 
898 
942 
836 
1,070 
1,151 
1,257 
1,396 


1890-1 
1891-2 
1892-3 
1893-4 
1894-5 
1895-6 
1896-7 
1897-8 
1898-9 1,386 

1899-1900 1519 | 
1900-1 2,252 | 











It should be added in explanation of 
these figures that the decrease in the 
amounts expended in prizes for small 
arms is due to the introduction of a 
more difficult course under more 
stringent rules, while the increase under 
the heading of heavy guns is due to the 
introduction of quarterly in addition to 
annual prizes. —( Admiralty.) 


Army and Auxiliary Forces — Shooting 
Prizes. 

Mr. YERBURGH: To ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
he can state the amount of money that 
has been expended annually since 1890 
upon shooting prizes for the Army and 
auxiliary forces respectively, and the 
manner in which such amount has been 
allotted. 


(Answer.) Between ten and eleven 
thousand pounds have been expended 
on musketry prizes annually for the 
regular forces, and about £3,000 for the 
militia, except in 1900, when the figures 
were £8,000 and £5,900 respectively. 
It is not practicable to give the detailed 
figures allotted. Roughly speaking, in 
the royal artillery individual prizes are 
granted ranging from 10s. to 30s., and 
in the other arms and in the militia the 
money earned for each man exercised is 
pooled and distributed according to the 
discretion of the officer commanding the 





Trade 
‘abou 
annua 
their < 


(An, 
trade 
supply 
any til 
of Tra: 


Mr. 
meath, 
tothe | 
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corps. The militia permanent staff have | Government Board refused admission to 
a special prize for the best shots in each the Westmeath County Council to pay 
battalion.—( War Office.) | one of its collectors, Mr. John Coughlan, 
| his full poundage (6d. in the pound) on 

Uganda, British East Africa, British the amount of his warrant, £583 6s. 1d., 
Central Africa—Financial Position. for the half year ending the 30th Sep- 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : | tember last, on the grounds that this 
Jo ask the Under Secretary of State | sum was not lodged by that date ; that 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can state Mr. Coughlan only got his collecting 
the revenue and expenditure of Uganda, | books from the Secretary of the County 
British East Africa, and British Centra] | Council on the 18th July, 1901, so that 
Africa respectively, comparing the | he had only then two and a half months 
revenue and expenditure of the first | t0 lodge the amount of his warrant ; that 
year of administration by Great Britain | Mr. Coughlan lodged by the 30th Sep- 


; ith the Ret the last | tember £488 9s.; and that he only 
et rear eT ee received as poundage £7 13s. 4d., instead 


|of £12 4s. 3d.; whether, on the un- 
(Answer.) — a . ‘ye 17s. 1d. on re 
, | 30th September, 8. was sto 
om — bata Ponta | from him when the correct amount should 
+1902-2 coma  £52}050 | be £2 7s. 6d. ; and, whether, under the 
Expenditure. £224,731 | circumstances, he will direct that Mr. 
— East 1896-7 po £39, os | Coughlan be paid the amounts withheld 
amg 1901-2 Seaodes - - £83, from him. 
Expenditure . 
British Central 1891-2 Revenue. 3,919 ( Answer.) The time allowed for the 
7 PAI «gee 5 | collection is six months, provided that 
“ Expenditure . £104,612 the County Council strike their rate at 
Foreign Office.) | sufficiently early period to enable the 
hahaa 3 'warrants to be in the hands of the 
Lene .| collectors at the beginning of the half 
ae wee oe _year. It appears that on the 17th April 
Mrz. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : last the County Council of Westmeath 
To ask the President of the Board of | required Collector Coughlan to enter into 
Trade if he will say whether the local | ® fresh bond for the collection of the 
labour correspondents are appointed | Tates, but as the collector did not enter 


into the bond until the 16th July, the 
a ras cou aaa terms they held. warrant, which was ready on the 3rd June, 


| was not taken up by him until the 18th 
July. As the delay was due entirely to 
the negligence of the collector in not per- 
fecting his bond at the proper time, the 
| Board were unable to assent to poundage 
| fees being paid to him on sums collected 
|after the close of the half year ended 
| 30th September, 1901. The Board have 

Westmeath Local Rates. _ . | no particulars. showing the exact amount 
Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- | of poundage fees received by Mr. Cough- 


meath, S.): To ask the Chief Secretary | jan for the collection in question, but he 
tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | jg entitled to fees on all sums lodged by 
he is aware that the time allowed for the | him on or before the 30th September in 
full collection of their warrants to the | respect of the levy for the half year ended 
collectors of rates in the County West- | on that date. It is essential for the proper 
meath is four months; that the Local | carrying on of the business of County 
—— Councils that the rates should be collected 


+Figures taken from the Annual Accounts . ii g 
A before Parliament by Comptroller and | with due diligence, and the refusal to sanc 


Auditor General. | tion nse of poundage fees upon sums 
tFigures taken from the Estimates of the | U¢ollected within the time prescribed is 


Protectorates for the year 1901-2, the com- | the only effective means of securing this 
pleted accounts not having yet been received. | result.—(Jrish Office.) 


U2 


(Answer.) All arrangements made with 
trade and local correspondents for the | 
supply of information are terminable at | 


any time at the discretion of the Board 
of Trade.—( Board of Trade.) 
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Killyleagh (Down) Police Barracks. 

Mr. WOOD (Down Co., E.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if complaint has been made to the 
Inspector General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary in reference to the alleged 
annoyance created by the lock-up of the 
police barracks at Killyleagh, County 
Down, to the occupiers adjoining the 
same ; and when will steps be taken to 
abate the same. 


(Answer.) A —— was made by 
the occupier of the House which adjoins 
the building used as a police barrack. 
Before the building was rented by the 
constabulary the complainant had the use 
of the present barrack yard and of other 
conveniences in the building. The 
Inspector General having made inquiry, 
is satisfied that there are no sufficient 
grounds for the complaint. — ([rish 


Office.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Boiler Committee's Report. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty when the Report of the | 
Boiler Committee will be circulated. 





Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoip-ForsTer, Belfast, 
W.): The Report of the Boiler Com- 
mittee is in the hands of the printers, 
and will be issued to hon. Members as 
soon as the printing is completed. 


Abandoned Naval Review. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the amounts paid for railway 
tickets and sleeping accommodation in 
connection with the Naval Review will 
be returned to Members. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am not 
yet in a position to give a definite reply 
to the question, but the Admiralty are 
in communication with the companies 
concerned, and hon. Members will be 
informed as soon as possible as to the 
course decided upon. _ 





Naval Works Acts.—Annual Statement 
of Progress. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
when the usual Statement of pro 
under the Naval Works Acts will be 
circulated. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I hope 
that the usual Statement of progress 
will be in the hands of hon. Members in 
the course of a few days. 


Transvaal Administration. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to a statement by Lord Milner, 
made upon 20th June, in response toa 
deputation from the Chamber of Mines 
in Johannesburg, to the effect that it is 
the intention of the Government that 
the people of the Transvaal should be 
consulted as to legislative measures; and 
whether effect is being given to this 

romise in the constitution of the 
egislative bodies for the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies respectively, 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have seen a press 
report on the subject. If Lord Milner is 
correctly reported, he does not appear to 
have given any promise affecting the 
constitution of the legislative bodies of 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
but merely that the usual publicity 
would be given to the projected 
measures of the Government. 


Hong Kong—Sanitation. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, in view of the pre- 
valence of plague at Hong-Kong, will 
he consider ‘the expediency of calling for 
a Report as to whether it is practicable 
to remove some of the slum property m 
the Chinese quarter of the city, with a 
view to secure improved drainage and 
sufficient ventilation ; and, seeing that, 
besides 10,000 foreigners, the city con- 
tains upwards of 280,000 Chinese, the 
majority of whom are located in insanitary 
dwellings, will he consider the advisa- 


bility of increasing the sanitary staff at. 


the disposal of the Government. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I must| Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am satisfied 
await the full Reports of the medical | that the responsible local authorities are 
and sanitary experts, Professor Simpson | giving full consideration to the claims 
and Mr. Osbert Chadwick, who have | referred to, and that there is no necessity 

jally visited Hong Kong in connec- | for my intervention in the matter. 
tion with the plague. 


Port of Alexandria—Quarantine 
Regulations. 


Mr. WEIR: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how long the experts will! Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
take to report ¢ Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will ascertain why the quarantine 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I hope | officials at the Port of Alexandria allow 
they will take all the time necessary. | certain persons to go on board vessels in 

4 | preference to the general public ; and will 

Mr. WEIR: Are they still at Hong | arrangements be made for the application 

Kong ? | of quarantine laws to all persons alike. 





| 

Mx. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I cannot} oy, UNDER SECRETARY or 
ay without further inquiry. |STATE vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
Mr. WEIR: I will put another Ques- | CRANBORNE, Rochester): The attention 
tion. | of His Majesty’s acting agent and Consul- 

_ |General has been drawn to the matter. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is | 

not necessary. I will inquire, and let| Qpina—Russian Taxes at Newchwang. 
pee Spember know. | *$m CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
F : Sentmintaaa | shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
ekg gy * k “i tess | Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
n. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary | Affairs whether any protest has been 
df State for India, in view of the inconvent- | made by the British or Japanese Govern- 
- ase age rage cage | arise through | ments against the collection of Likin by 
corresponding with the officials in India| 4h. Russian Provincial Administration of 
oe affecting the administration | Newchwang on steamer-borne imports 
af indian railway 8, will he “y why the | and exports; and, having regard to the 
India Office declines to give information, | fact that in the last year reported 454 
@ make inquiries in regard to such | of the ships concerned were British or 
matters, in response to Questions to the | Japanese, as against three Russian and 
amt of ae placed on the Paper | eighty-one of all other nationalities, he 
y Members cf this House. will say whether transit passes are given 


= SBET ARY or STATE ror ee pa against all subsequent ex- 
A (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, | #¢ton of Likin. 
Faling) : It has always been the practice | 
for the Secretary of State in Council to| Lorp CRANBORNE: No protest was 
leave to tke railway authorities on the | made by His Majesty’s Government against 
z=, a ae discretion in respect of | the levy of Likin by the Russian authori- 
etails of working, which could not be ‘ties at Newchwang, because when it was 
controlled from this country without brought to the notice of His: Majesty’s 
‘rious disadvantages to the service. To | Government, negotiations were proceed- 
this practice I propose to adhere. |ing between the Russian and Chinese 
: |Governments for the evacuation of 
Ws wiih + ag te saltih netting: lengeoned "Sao. dtbe soall chaslly Be 
: g to ask the Secretary | expec a is would shortly be 
agg for India, seeing that the claims |carried into effect and arene. re- 
e by Sirdar Balvant Ramchandra | stored to Chinese control. It was, more- 
Natu of Poona were set forth in a letter | over, found on inquiry, that the Russian 
dated 25th August, 1901, addressed to the | authorities in levying duty and Likin 
Secretary to the Government of Bombay, | simultaneously were continuing a practice 
will he ascertain the cause of the delay | which, though contrary to our Treaty 
Which has taken place in giving these | rights the Chinese had followed for some 
¢hims the consideration promised. years, His Majesty's Government are 
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unaware whether the Japanese Govern- 
ment have made any protest to ‘the 
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Committee of the House of Commons 
recommended a renewal of ‘the practice 


Russian Government on the subject. The | of granting pilotage certificates to the 


right of merchants to obtain transit passes 
should they wish to do so, is in no way 
affected. 


Glasgow Electric Tramway Fatalities. 





masters and mates of foreign ships, and 
the recommendation was given effect to 
in the Merchant Shipping Acts of 1889 
and 1894. Legislation would be required 
to change the system, and on the infor- 


Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the President | mation before me I am not prepared to 
of the Board of Trade if he will state | re-open the question. 


the number of accidents which have | ‘ 
occurred on the Glasgow Corporation| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) - 
Electric Tramway system during the| What is the one casein which the Board 


year ending Ist June last, distinguishing | of Trade granted a licence ? 


fatal accidents to persons from injuries | 
to persons not resulting in death ; and | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
say exactly. I think it was a case in 


will he quote the number of accidents | 
causing damage to goods, 
animals, and other property. 


vehicles, | Which the local authcrity refused it. 


} Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: A case of 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF. overriding the local authority ? 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, | 
Central): Iam informed by the Corpora- | 
tion of Glasgow that during the period | 
mentioned by the hon. Member there | 
were on their tramways, apart from; Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
trifling occurrences, 215 accidents. This | ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
total was made up of nineteen fatal | Department whether he will state the 
accidents, 111 cases of injury not number of hours per week that chief war- 
resulting in death, and eighty-five cases | ders, storekeepers, clerks, and ordinary 
of damage to property. The number of | warders respectively are on duty in local 
passengers carried during the same period | prisons in England. 
exceeded 163,000,000. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


Prison Officials—Hours of Duty. 


| *Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
Foreigners and British Pilot Licences. | HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rivcut, 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I bee to ask | Ctoydon): The average number of hours 
the President * the Riis of Trade ,** respectively, 61}, 40}, 40}, and 61}. 
whether he will say how many foreign | . 
masters and mates hold pilot licences | London Water Bill. 
for ports in Great Britain, and also how| Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Pre- 
many hold licences for ports in Ireland ;| sident of the Local Government Board 
how many of those licences were granted | whether the Minutes of Evidence taken 
by the Board of Trade and how many | by the Joint Committee of the London 
by port pilotage authorities respectively ;| Water Bill, ordered by this House to be 
and whether he will consider the advisa-| printed on the 17th June, will be dis- 
bility of putting a stop to this system | tributed before the Committee stage of 
with the view to prevent danger to this | the Bill is taken. 
country in case of war with a foreign | 
perm. | Tue PRESIDENT or tse LOCAL 
| GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watts 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In only | Lone, Bristol, S.): I understand that 
one case has a pilotage certificate been | the Minutes of Evidence will be delivered 
granted by the Board of Trade to the | on Wednesday of next week, but, as I 
master of a foreign ship. The Board | stated in reply to a previous Question 
have not the numbers granted by pilotage on the subject, 1 cannot undertake to 
authorities, but I shall be happy to take defer the Committee stage of the Bill 
steps to obtain them. In 1888 a Select | until the evidence has been distributed. 


| 
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Port of Ness Harbour. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the petition from the 
fishermen of Port of Ness, Island of 
Lewis, pointing out that they are unable 
to use the harbour on account of the 
accumulation of sand, has yet received 
theconsiderationof the Congested Districts 
Board ; does the fact that the harbour 
trustees are bankrupt and the harbour 
works in charge of a judicial factor 
appointed by the Court debar the Con- 
gested Districts Board from removing 
the sand ; and, if not, will early steps be 
taken in the matter, in view of the fact 
that the harbour was constructed 
out of a Government grant in order to 
aid the fishing industry of the district. 


Tate LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 
nothing to add to my reply of the 6th May 
last.t The situation, which is difficult 
and complicated, is still under the con- 
— of the Congested Districts 

rd. 


National Gallery— Coronation Stands. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether it is his 
intention to demolish at once the whole 
of the wooden structures adjoining the 
National Gallery ; and, if so, whether he 
will secure the expeditious execution 
of the work by employing a larger 
number of workmen than at present 
engaged. 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Doveras, Kent, 
iSt. Augustine’s): The reply to the first 
inquiry is in the affirmative. The 
temoval is in the hands of the contractor, 
whose interest it isto expedite the work ; 
but he has been instructed to use all 
possible despatch, and it is expected that 
he will have finished this week. 


Cloonacool Excise Prosecution. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ak Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the case of Patrick Henry, Cloonacool, 

ty Sligo, who was prosecuted at the 
Pétty Sessions Court of Tubbereurry on 
6th February, 1902, by the excise au- 
thorities for an alleged breach of the 


+ See (4) Debates, evii., 805. 
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Excise Law ; and whether, seeing that 
the case against Henry was unanimously 
dismissed by the magistrates, and that, 
on appeal, the decision of the court 
below was unanimously upheld, can he 
arrange that this man should be re- 
funded the cost of his defence. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): Thecase came before the Magis- 
trates at Tubbercurry on 6th February, 
1902, and was dismissed ‘ without 
prejudice,’ which would appear to 
signify that the case admitted of being 
reopened at a subsequent date. The 
Board of Inland Revenue then appealed, 
and the case was heard at Ballymote on 
the 2nd of April, 1902, when, after a 
lengthy hearing the Judge and his 
colleagues dismissed the appeal. There 
was stated to have been a strong conflict 
of evidence on this and the former oc- 
casion, and it does not appear that the 
case ig one in which a refund of the 
defendant's expenses is necessary or 
desirable. 


Kenmare Pier. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the memorial and 
accompanying correspondence submitted 
to the Congested Districts Board on 
25th May by the representative rate- 
payers of Kenmare, County Kerry, with 
reference to the condition of the pier at 
the port; whether he is aware that the 
weekly sailings of the Clyde Shipping 
Company’s steamer have been discon- 
tinued in consequence of the difficulty 
of approaching the pier; and whether 
the Congested Districts Board will 
render the necessary assistance to restore 
the efficiency of the port. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
matter will be considered by the Con- 
gested Districts Board at its next meeting. 


Irish National Board of Education Build- 
ing Contracts. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
contract for the new buildings to be 
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erected for the National Board of Educa- 
tion (Ireland) in Marlborough Street, 
Dublin, has been given to a Belfast firm ; 
and why the two local firms, whose 
tenders were lowest, were passed over. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Iam informed by 
the Commissioners of National Education 
that the firm whose tender was accepted 
has building works in Dublin as well as 
in Belfast, and that the Commissioners 
in selecting the tender of this firm acted 
in the exercise of their discretion under 
the terms of the advertisement calling 
for tenders. 


Purdysburn Smallpox Hospital. 

Mr. WOOD (Down Co., E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been drawn to the application by the 
Belfast Corporation for a loan for the 
erection of a smallpox hospital at 
Purdysburn, County Down ; and whether, 
having regard to the practice in England, 
an inquiry will be held at which the rate- 

yers will be heard, and the rules of the 

1 Government Board in England as 
to the striking distance of smallpox 
contagion be adopted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No application 
has been received for a loan for the 
erection of a smallpox hospital at Purdys- 
burn ; consequently no inquiry will be 
held in the matter. In February last an 
inquiry was held in respect to an applica- 
tion by the Belfast Corporation for a 
loan of £50,000 for the erection of a 
permanent Infectious Diseases Hospital 
on the lands of Purdysburn acquired by 
the Corporation for Hospital purposes. 
At the inquiry all persons interested had 
an opportunity of being heard, and no 
objections to the proposal were made. 
This loan was sanctioned in May. The 
question of providing a temporary small- 
pox hospital was not raised when the 
inquiry into the application for the loan 
was held. 


De Preyne Estate Evictions. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the final 
notice for eviction has been served upon 
a certain number of the De Freyne 
tenants: and if he can take any steps to 
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arrange a settlement on the terms 
suggested by more than one of the 
Roman Catholic clergy, before a step is 
taken which, whilst working great hard- 
ship, will also embitter feeling. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Evictions are 
impending on the estate of Lord De 
Freyne. it is not in my power to inter- 
vene in the manner suggested in the 
question. Even if it were, I could not 
anticipate that my offices would succeed 
if those of the Clergy should most un- 
fortunately fail. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to give 
notice that I shall call attention to this 
matter later on. 





Armagh and Monaghan Foresters, 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Irish National 
Foresters of Armagh and Monaghan 
were informed on the eve of their ex- 
cursion to Moville, county Derry, for 
Sunday 29th June, that it could not 
take place as an information had been 
sworn before Colonel Tynte, R.M., 
| Derry, that there would probably be a 
disturbance between the Apprentice Boys 
and the Foresters, and that the Great 
Northern Railway Company refused to 
convey the excursionists to Derry ; and, 
whether he will state when and by whom 
the information was sworn and its 
grounds; at whose instigation the rail- 
way company refused to carry out their 
part of the contract; and why the 
authorities did not draft into Derry a 
force of police sufficiently strong to pro 
tect the members of these societies. 


Mr. M‘KEAN (Monaghan, S.): May], 
at the same time, ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that an excursion to Moville, county 
Derry, fixed to take place on the 29th 
June, by the members of the Armagh 
and the Monaghan Branches of the Irish 
National Foresters, was prevented at the 
last moment from taking place, to the 
disappointment of the excursionists, 
owing to the fact that an Orange 
demonstration was fixed to take place in 
Londonderry on the same day; and 
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whether, in view of the action of the 
police in preventing this excursion from 
taking place, instead of providing for the 
preservation of the peace, he can take 
steps to prevent such occurrences in 
Ireland in the future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Foresters 
arranged an excursion to Londonderry 
by train, and thence to Moville by 
steamer, for the 29th June. This was 
the date previously selected by the 
Orange Society for the annual march to 
church of its members in Derry. One 
steamer only, with accommodation for 
400 passengers, was engaged to convey 
the Foresters’ party to Moville. A much 
larger number would, as a result, be left 
behind in Derry, and these, it was under- 
stood, would be reinforced by local 
Nationalists. At this juncture a serious 
breach of the peace was anticipated, and 
an information to this effect was sworn 
by the District Inspector of Police. The 
leaders of the Foresters were informed of 
the apprehended danger to the peace, and 
it was also suggested to them by the 
police authorities that the excursion 
should be postponed. So far as is 
known, the railway company did not 
refuse to carry the excursionists to Derry, 
but they offered to make the tickets 
available for another date, or to convey 
the party to some other destination on 
the date mentioned. The Roman Catholic 


clergy in Derry, moreover, urged the 
Foresters not to proceed to Derry on the 


occasion. They agreed in the end not to 
do so, but to make an excursion to 
Bundoran instead. By so deciding, the 
Foresters gave a valuable example of self- 
restraint and consideration for the feelings 
of others ; thus promoting the prospects 
of amity and goodwill and saving the 
public the cost of a large police force. 


Mr. M‘KEAN: Why were not sufficient 
police drafted into Derry ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the 
Foresters, by pursuing the course they 
did, obviated the necessity and set a good 
example. 


Irish Land Purchase—Morley Estate. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary. to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether he has received a resolution 
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from the Leitrim County Council praying 
to have peasant proprietorship established 
on the Morley Estate and other estates in 
the West of Ireland ; and what steps, if 
any, he proposes to take to give effect 
to this resolution. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, the 
resolution has been received. The steps 
necessary to be taken with a view to effect 
sales to the tenants under the Land 
Purchase Acts are locally well known ; 
but it does not rest with the Government 
to initiate such steps. 


Board of Trade Vote. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): I beg 
to ask the First Lord ot the Treasury 
whether, in view of the large number 
of topics which await discussion on the 
Vote for the salary of the President of 
the Board of Trade, the Government 
will refrain from taking this Vote until 
more than one Evening Sitting has 
been devoted to it. 


THe FIRST LORD or the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Ido not propose to press the Vote 
for the salary of the President of the 
Board of Trade to a final issue tomorrow, 
though I cannot promise to give another 
opportunity for its discussion. I am 
aware of the hon. Member’s desire to 
discuss the question of the shipping 
combination; but I think that to- 
morrow would be an inconvenient time 
to raise the discussion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give another 
opportunity for that discussion ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I recognise 
the importance of the question, and that 
point will have to be considered. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman refrain 
from taking the Vote until the long- 
promised Report on the hours of railway 
servants is in the hands of members ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot promise that. 


Committee on National Expenditure. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury what steps have been taken 
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in the selection of members of the 
Committee to inquire into the means of 
supervising the national expenditure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The names of 
the Committee will be placed on the 
Paper in the course of the present week. 


Business of the House. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Can the 
First Lord say what the business will be 
on Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
take the Licensing Bill as the first Order, 
and the Naval Prize Bill as the second 
Order. On Monday we shall take the 
Education Bill. 


Evictions on the De Freyne Estate— 
Motion for Adjournment. 
*Mr.T.W. RUSSELL, Member for South 
Tyrone, rose in his place, and asked leave 
to move the Adjournment of the House 
for the purpose of discussing a definite 
matter of urgent public importance, viz., 
“The impending eviction from their 
holdings of a number of tenants on the 
De Freyne estate in County Roscommon, 
the circumstances attending the said 
evictions, and the action of the Govern- 

ment in connection therewith.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must point out 
that it is the latter words of the Motion 
that make it one for me to submit to the 
House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On a point of| 
order, may I ask what the words “ the | 


action of the Government” mean ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have spoken to the 
hon. Member who brought the Motion to 
me, and he assured me that he was in a 
position to connect the Government with 
it. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): You should make this Motion from 
the other side of the House. 
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Bill. 


less than forty Members having accord. 
ingly risen, the Motion stood over, under 
Standing Order No. 17, until the evening 
sitting, this day. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 4 :— 


(2.35.) Mr. GODDARD. (Ipswich) 
moved to leave out sub-section 1. He 
said that this sub-section made it impos- 
sible for a local education authority to 
require that any school or college assisted 
by them should be undenominational. 
That raised the whole question of 
whether the State should pay for 
religious instruction. Asa Nonconformist 
he would take that first opportunity of 
contending for this fundamental principle 
that it did not fall within the right—and 
he would go so far as to say within the 
province—of any Government to teach 
religion to the people, and he did not see 
how any Government could undertake to 
do so without falling either into injustice 
or into immorality, on the ground that 
either the State, assuming to be a higher 
judge of religious truth, must make a 
selection of the church or churches to be 
established, and must, in so doing, dis- 
countenance and injure other churches in 


| proportion to the favour shown to the 


members of the selected’ communion— 


| and he said that was manifestly unjust— 


or else, assuming that all doctrines and 
rites are of equal value, it must patronise 
all alike, and that would be eminently 
immoral. He thought he had very good 
grounds for this contention, and he would 
like to support his contention by a very 
short quotation from a speech delivered 
by an authority who certainly would be 


| recognised in the House asa high authority. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I hope that | Though the speech was made some years 
Christian charity is not confined to one | ago, it was just as true and as vital, and 


side of the House. 


|had as great a bearing on the subject 


today, as it was, and had, the day it was 


The pleasure of the. House not having | delivered. These were the words— 


been si 
those 


ified, Mr. SPEAKER called on) 
embers who supported the | 


“« Let the State keep to its own proper work 


and fit its children to take theit places as 


Motion to rise in their places, and not | citizens of a great Empire, and tet us leave 
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their religious training and all that concerns | 
their education for the kingdom which is not | 
of this world to the care of the churches and 
the responsibility of parents.” 


These were words uttered by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for the 
Colonies at a meeting of Nonconformists | 
in the county in which he resided, and | 
were words which he had always cherished | 
as exactly carrying out the views which | 
he personally held on this great question. | 
He wished the Colonial Secretary were | 
in the House today to reiterate those | 
words, which came from him then with so | 
much force and would come from him 
today with greater force. 


In a great | 
debate in the House in 1847, Mr. Bright | 
made a very strong speech in reply to a| 
charge that the opposition of ,_ ede 
formists was “clamour out of doors.” 
He thought he had heard that same 
eharge made in regard to this Bill, and | 
he thought he had heard the First Lord | 
of the Treasury even asserting that such 
elamour as there was was only on public | 
platforms outside and really did not exist 
in the House. Mr. Bright said— 

“Just recollect, when the whole Noncon- 


formists are charged with clamour, what they 
mean by being Nonconformists. They object, 


and I object, to the principle by which Govern- 
ment seizes public funds in order to give 
salaries and support to the teachers of all sects 
of religion, or of one sect of religion, for I think 


one plan as unjust as the other. Either the | 
Nonconformists hold this opinion, or they are 
an imposture; they object to ary portion of 
public money going to teachers of religion | 
longing either to the Established Church or | 
to Dissenting bodies; they object to receiv- 
ing it themselves ; their very principle is that 
the Government has no right to appropriate 
public funds for the purpose of religivus in- 
struction.” 
These were very strong words. He| 
admitted there were men amongst the | 
body of Nonconformists who did not 
agree with him wholly, but he thought | 
they would agree that Mr. Bright was con- 
sidered to have fully understood what were | 
the views of Nonconformity when he 
spoke these words, and that he earned the | 
cordial gratitude of Nonconformists by the 
courage and earnestness with which he | 
avowed and defended them in the face of | 
the House of Commons. The principle 
Mr. Bright laid down in the House was 
as true today as it was then, and it was 
an opinion held by millions in this 
country today. It was the same principle 
which Nonconformists contended for 
when they so strenuously resisted the 
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for that, not because the amount of these 
rates was a burdensome amount; in 
many cases it was a mere trifling thing. 
Nor did they contend for that because 
the money they would have to contribute 
through the rates was applied to 
support forms of teaching which they 
held erroneous, but simply and solely 
because they disallowed the right of the 
State, or of any authority empowered 
by the State, to make compulso 

exactions for religious purposes at all. 
This principle, in their judgment, lay at 
the very root of the doctrine of religious 
liberty, for if the State was given the 
right to compel one man to pay for the 
teaching of another man’s religion, or, 
as was done under this Bill, compelled 
everybody to pay for the religious in- 
struction of everybody else, and to 
enforce this as it must be enforced, or 
else the Bill would be no use at all, 
against recalcitrant conscience, by pen- 
alties of law, by fines, d’straints, and 
even imprisonments, they passed at once 
into the region of religious persecution. 


| If it was said in answer to this con- 


tention that this right had been admitted 


'in some directions already, he said that 
|\ as no reason whatever why it should 
be recognised and consecrated anew by 


fresh legislation. It was one thing to 
acquiesce in an anomaly which had 


/come to us through years, it was quite 


another thing to re-enact it. That was 
what they were doing in this sub- 
section. ‘There had been many apostles 


| of the principles he advocated that day, 


and amongst them there was the verit- 


able pioneer in the great education war 


of this country, the late Dr. Dale. He 
would like to put this truth before the 
House in words he uttered. He said— 


‘* We forbid no man to give religious instruc- 
lf we did, we should 
violate the principles of religious liberty. We 
forbid no man to pay other people to give 
religious instruction to his children. If we 
did, we should violate the principles of religious 
liberty. We forbid no man to receive religious 
instruction gratuitously from those who are 
willing to give it for nothing. If we did we 
should violate the principles of religious liberty. 
But we do not acknowledge the right of the 
parent to require the community to pay rates 
towards the support of schools not under the 
control of the ratepayers, in order that his 
child might be taught a sectarian faith.” 


That was exactly the position in which 
they stood in regard to this sub-section. 
No one denied the right of the Church 
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to provide for the religious instruction of 
its own adherents. What they did deny 
was the right of the church to demand 
the assistance of public money in order 
te enable it to make that provision. He 
believed these words expressed the feeling 
which was in the minds of Nonconformists 
all over the country on this matter, and 
especially did they feel the hardship in 
regard to the training colleges which 
were dealt with under this particular 
Clause. There had been abundant 
evidence given of the grave injustice 
of sustaining denominational training 
colleges out of national funds. Although 
about one-fourth of the original expenses 
in erection was provided by the State, 
and nearly three-fourths of the annual 
income came from the same source, yet 
these institutions had been conducted on 
the most narrow and exclusive principles. 
Dr. Bruce of Huddersfield had pointed 
out that pupil teachers from board and 
undenominational schools, Nonconfor- 


mists, and others having a strong desire 
and evident talent for serving their 
country as educators of youth, had been 
prevented from entering upon their pro- | 


fession with full qualifications because 
they could not be admitted into the 
existing colleges without violating their 
consciences by conforming to religious 
ceremonies and accepting religious creeds 
of which they did not approve. He held, 
and he felt sure he was speaking the 
minds of a great many others, in saying 
these training colleges ought to be 
national institutions open to all and 
absolutely without any kind of tests. 
Yet it was proposed to perpetuate the 
grievance which had existed already too 
long. He would only say in conclusion 
that it was not they who had raised 
this question. They had not sought 
this controversy. They were the pro- 
voked party. They were challenged. The 
gauntlet had been thrown down in their 
faces, and they would be cowards and 
traitors if they did not defend them- 


selves and their principles. He was not | 


concerned to defend the personal rights 
of Nonconformists or their prestige, but 
what he was concerned with was the 
rights of conscience, the rights of the 
people, and the cause of civil and 
religious liberty. He desired to lay 
down this broad principle, that education, 
elementary or secondary, aided by the 


Mr. Goddard. 
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State, paid for out of the taxes, should 
be popular, unsectarian, free from the, 
teaching of creeds and catechisms, and 
free from the control of priests and 
churches. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 9, to leave out sub-section 
(1).”—(Mr. Goddard.) 

Question put, “That the words ‘A 
Council in the application of money under 
this part of this Act’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he joined with his hon. friend in his 
earnest, eloquent and consistent protest 
against the Clause. This was a matter 
which affected the conscience of Noncon- 
formists far more deeply than any other 
question in the Bill. The section raised 
the whole religious difficulty, and would 
create much feeling throughout the 
length and breadth of the land if insisted 
upon. It woulddo injury to the Church 
of England which was little dreamt of. 
During the past few years the question 
of Disestablishment had fallen into the 
background, but persistence in _ this 
section would resuscitate the whole de- 
mand for religious equality throughout 
the State—the demand for the disestab- 
lishment and disendowment of the Church 
of England. He did not know whether 
the authors of this Bill had contemplated 
what their work was likely to do in that 
direction: If they had not realised the 
never-dying fight which the proposal 
would provoke in the land, it was time 
for them to do so. This was a matter 
which aroused more bitter ‘animosity in 
the minds of Nonconformists than 
any other portion of the Bill, and those 
who thought the Nonconformists were 
likely to accept the section, knew little 
of the Nonconformist spirit. The con- 
tentions raised by it were such as had 
not been experienced since the days of 
the old church rate system. He re 
membered those days, for his father was 
one who suffered persecution and loss. 
The spirit which animated Nonconfor- 
mists in those days was not yet dead. 
How could they expect to secure truthful 
men and women to teach in their public 
schools if they insisted, as a condition of 
their employment that they should re- 
pudiate the faith of their fathers and the 
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church of their ancestors? The Govern- 
ment were going, bv public funds, to 
teach principles of religion to which 
probably half the nation did not sub- 
scribe. If a poor youth or girl required 
to go into the teaching world they must 
either subscribe to religious creeds they 
did not believe in, or they would be 
ejected from their employment. 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): I 
rise to order. I wish to ask whether the 
line of argument of the hon. Member is 
relevant to the Amendment. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: [see nothing in 
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this sub-section having reference to tests 
for teachers. There is an Amendment | 
later on which raises the question of | 
schools for teachers. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I understand my hon. 
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form of religion that was taught or was 
not taught in any school; in other 
words, that they should not insist on 
any religious test being applied. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he should 
not enter into any contention with the 
Chairman on this particular matter. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: said that the hon. 
Member’s contention would arise on a 
subsequent Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE said that as he under- 
stood his hon. friend, his Amendment 
was to give the power to the local 
authority to say whether a religious test 
was to be imposed or not. 


Mr. BROADHURST said that, in his 
judgment, under this Clause there would 
be religious oppression, and that teachers 
of both sexes of Nonconformist faith 


friend's argument to be that the section | would be excluded from pursuing their 
if adopted, would lead to the establish-| employment. If the Government in- 
ment of a large number of sectarian | tended so to amend the Clause as to 
schools, and students would be excluded | make that — then his argument 
from them if they did not happen to! would falltothe ground. His contention 
_was that in pushing a Bill of this kind 
'through the House, the Government 
say that there was no 
very far-fetched argument. It might | possibility of a disqualification for the 
possibly apply to an Amendment later| employment of teachers on religious 
on, but it does not seem to me pertinent | grounds. What was wanted was equal 
at the present stage. ‘rights to all religionists in regard to 
| employment in the service of the State, 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I would | and that there should be no disquali- 
submit that the Clause is so drawn that | fication on religious grounds imposed on 
it would prevent the local authority from | young people entering the teaching 


belong to a particular denomination. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I think that it is a | ought to 


saying that the rules of a particular profession. 


school or college are so exclusive and 
illiberal that they ought not to aid it. 


(3.0.) THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge 
University) said that that was exactly 
what this Clause did not say. What the 
Clause did say was that the County 
Council was not to give a grant to any 
school on the ground that some particular 
form of worship was practised in that 
school. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that as he 
understood the matter, by this Clause 
the local educational authority would 
take no thought whatever in the distribu- 
tion of the money as to the particular 





He sincerely trusted that 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who had 
shown a desire to conciliate opinion in 
all parts of the House, would now take 
this opportunity of giving an assurance 
that the language in no part or section 
of the Bill would be applied to disqualify 
teachers on account of their religious 
convictions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it would 
greatly conduce to the proper discussion of 
the very difficult and thorny questions 
raised by this Clause, if they were as far 
as possible to dissociate one problem from 
another, and proceed to discuss them 
seriatim. That was not a very easy 
thing to do, but he hoped the Committee 
would second any efforts he might make 
in that direction. He would therefore 
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venture to deprecate the bringing in at | 
that stage of the question the question 
of training colleges. The hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Leicester had asked 
for an assurance from him that there 
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say a word in regard to the educational 
aspect of this question. They were 
now dealing with secondary schools 
which, to a large extent, were board. 
ing schools, in which the children, 


should be nothing in the Bill to make it | having left the immediate guardianship 


difficult for the children of Noncon- | 
formist parents anxious to enter the 
teaching profession, to have the necessary | 
training without violating their con- | 
sciences, or giving up the faith of their | 
forefathers. He had spoken very often | 
on the subject of the training of teachers 
in the course of these discussions, and had 
insisted, over and over again, that one of 
the great advantages of the system 
established by the Bill, as compared with 
the existing system, was that under it 
there would be ample opportunity for the 
training of the children of Nonconformists 
for the teaching profession—a training 
which he recognised was not now ade- 
quately givenin certain partsof thecountry. 


So far as the general spirit of the Govern- | 


ment was concerned, there should not be 
any conflict between the hon. Gentleman 


of their parents, were put under 
the guardianship of the schoolmasterg, 
Were they to lay down that these 
children were not to be taught any 
religion at all? [HoNn. MeMBErs on the 
Opposition Benches: No one said s0.] 
|Was that doctrine to be preached? 
He did not want to put up an idol in 
| order to knock it over again; but that 
_was what the hon. Gentleman was really 
trying to lay down. He did not wish 
|to argue a thing which no one main- 
|tained, but he understood that the 
/mover of the Amendment said that 
'no school in which any religion at all 
| was taught should receive aid. 


| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
| Boroughs) : A particular form of religion. 


and them, although there might not be | 
absolute agreement as to the means by | 
which that object was to be attained. 
Really, the issue raised by the Amend- 


ment was whether they should or 


should not lay down in an Act of | 


Parliament, dealing with a secondary 
system of education, that no aid should 
be given to any school in which religion 
of any kind, sort, or description was 
taught. That was what the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Amendment 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
| W.R., Morley): There shouid necessarily 
be a conscience Clause. 
Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said that there 
/was a conscience Clause for the day 
‘schools. The question of the conscience 
| Clause could be raised later on. But what 
| was raised by the Amendment was that 
no school was to be eligible for aid if 
| religion was taught in it. [Hon. Mem- 


said itcameto. The principle laid down | BERS on the Opposition Benches: No, 
by the hon. Member was a plain and| no! and Ministerial cries of “ Hear, 
simple one, and that was that according | hear!”] He had already told the House 
to the Nonconformist view, as he re- that that was an outrage on the parents 
presented it—although he thought there | of this country. He now said that that 
were a great number of Nonconformists | would be the ruin of education in this 
who would not agree with the hon.| country. Was that the way to co- 
Member—no aid whatever ought to/| ordinate secondary education in this 
be given out of the public funds to| country? Whether they looked at it from 
secondary schools in which religion in| the point of view of the parents, or from 


any shape, denominational or undenomi- 
national, was taught. He thought that 
the hon. Gentleman in laying down that 
principle ran counter to the whole feel- 
ing of the community and the whole 
feeling of the parents, to whatever sect 
these parents belonged. He would 
respectfully suggest that, in dealing with 
the education of children, some regard 
should be paid to the feelings of the 
parents of these children. He wished to 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


the point of view of education, he hoped 
they would all agree not to lay down 
| sO ruinous a proposition as that no 
public aid should be given to any 
secondary school in which religion was 
taught. The hon. Member who moved 
the Amendment accused the Govern- 
ment of having thrown down the 
gauntlet and of having raised this con- 
troversy ; and he said that he and his 
friends would be cowards if they did 
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pot take up the challenge. He would 
most earnestly and respectfully beg the 
hon. Member to consider whether it 
was possible, in dealing practically with 
education in this country, to avoid this 
eontroversy. Did the hon. Gentleman 
think it was within the compass of the 
wit of man to try to co-ordinate a great 
system of primary and secondary edu- 
cation in this country without raising 
this question? The difficulties were very 
great, so great, indeed, that he observed 
that the Secondary Education Report, 
produced. by the Commission of which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen was chairman, 
never alluded to it. 


Mr. BRYCE: It was alluded to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You gave no 
solution. 


Mr. BRYCE: As the right hon. 
Gentleman challenges me, I will tell 
him what was said. We said that we 
found that under existing arrangements 
the thing went on quite peaceably, and 
that there was no necessity for us to 
discuss it, because, as things then stood, 
peace reigned. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks that that contradicts what I said 
just now. 


Mr. BRYCE: We did refer to it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You said you 
were not going to refer to it.—The right 
hon. Gentleman’s interruption at all 
events gave him this comfort, it had 
been found possible, under the existing 


to secondary schools, in which religion 
was taught ; and the system wo ked 
smoothly. That was also found possible 
under the Technical Instruction Act in 
England. It worked smoothly and 
harmoniously, and yet;the Welsh Act 
wasas great a violation of the dogmatic 
principle laid down by the hon. Member 
who moved the Amendment as anything 
in the Bill before the Committee. Under 
those circumstances he ventured to 
suggest to the Committee to come to a 
decision on this preliminary question as 
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to whether they were to exclude religion 
altogether from rate-aided secondary 
schools. Then the way would be clear to 
discuss the more difficult, and as he 
ventured to think, the more contro- 
versial proposition as to the precise limita - 
tions under which that aid dught or 
ought not to be given. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said that the right 
hon. Gentleman appeared to him to have 
misrepresented, not only the speech of his 
hon. friend, but the Clause in his own 
Bill, because he put it distinctly to 
the Committee, with great emphasis, that 
what was now proposed was that no 
money should be given to any public 
school where religion was taught. That 
had nothing to do with the Clause in 
the Bill, which said that a council should 
not require that any particular form of 
religious instruction should or should 
not be taught or practised in a school. 
When one of his hon. friends po nted 
that out. there was a laugh on the 
other side; but everyone knew that if 
religion were taught at allthere must be 
a certain degree of form init. Everyone 
knew on the other hand what was 
meant by such an expression as “ any 
particular form of religious instruction.” 
That was any particular form of instruc- 
tion in the Christian religion which 
would exclude or except the members of 
one particular sect. ‘The whole question 


|lay in that. There were different ways 


in which one could regard the great 
question of teaching religion in the 
schools. There were those who said that 
it was so impossible to teach religion 
without trenching upon conscience that 
it was better not to attempt it at all. 


x |That was one class of opinion on the 
law, including the Welsh Act, to give aid 


subject. There was another class of 
opinion which said “ Let us allow no 
teaching according to the exclusive 
tenets of any particular sect; but allow 
teaching of such a kind as shall be 
conformable to the principles, and in 
accordance with the sentiments of the 
great mass of professing Christians in the 
country.” That was the solution which had 
been followed, and had been dictated by the 
feeling of the people of the country. They 
were always told that the parents of the 
children and the general sentiment of the 
people insisted upon this particular form 
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of religious instruction. All the Opposi- 
tion said was that in the Clause it should 
not be laid down that a council should 
require that any particular form of 
religion should be taught. By abolishing 
the sub-section altogether, they left to 
the council power to say that they would 
not approve of the application of money 
under this part of the Act where a 
particular form of religious instruction or 
worship was practised. That was the 
principle he approved ; and, therefore, he 
would support the Amendment. 
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allow any parent to give the child 
an education, whether elementary or 
primary, according to the doctrines in 
which he believed. The Clause was 
perfectly free and open, and ought to be 
supported. If they wished to make 
progress they ought to bring all schools, 
whether elementary or secondary, up 
to a proper standard; and as long as 
that was done, they ought to allow 
the parents to choose what religion 
was to be taught to the children. 
He did not see why any school should 
be penalised because it taught, or did 
not teach a particular form of religion. 


Tunbridge) said he had never heard | He hoped the Government would stand 


a more extraordinary speech than that | to the principle in the Clause, which was 


to which they had just listened. The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to think | 
that religion could be taught which had 
no particular form. He should like to 
ask what religion that was. The right | 
hon. Gentleman said it was to be some 


| 


simply an additional safeguard for 
religious equality and educational pro- 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 


sort of religion, of which the majority of District) said he thought some difficulty 
the people approved, and apparently the | had arisen because the Committee had 
right hon. Gentleman would limit it to | not fully grasped the true construction 
the Christian religion. There was nosuch | of the Ciause. When he first read the 
limitation in the words of the Clause. | clause, he thought it was a concession 
The religion which the right hon. Gentle- | on the part of the Government to the 
man desired to see taught might be any Nonconformist opinion of the country; 
religion whatsoever. It might be Mahom- | but he thought a moment’s consideration 
medanism plus Catholicism or Buddhism | would convince the Committee that the 


plus the Baptist religion. 
perfectly clear no such religion could 
exist. The point simply was that the 
Clause was one giving absolute freedom. 
It said that a school was not to be 
disqualified, either because a particular 
form of religion was taught, or was 
not taught. That was simply freedom 
and equality. Who were in favour of 
religious equality? Surely it was those 
who said that a school should not be 
disqualified from being a part of the 
educational system of the country, be- 
cause a particular form of religion was 
or was not taught in it. The people 
who were the enemies of educational 
progress were those who said that a 
school, which was voluntary-in the sense 
that children were not compelled to 
attend it, should be disqualified because 
a particular form of religion, which a 
large number of people wished to have 
taught, was taught in it. He could not 
conceive anything more narrow-minded 
or bigoted than the attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman. For his part, as a 
friend of educational progress, he would 


It was | 





Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 


structure of the Clause was such as 
would not carry out that intention, if 
that were the intention. What was in 
the mind of the draftsman? By Part 
I of the Bill the local education 
authority was created, by Part II certain 
powers over higher education were 
given to that authority, by Clause 3 
concurrent powers were given to these 
districts. That was the ition if 
Clause 4 had no existence. What then 
could the County Councils do in the 
districts to which he had referred? 
There were either endowed schools of a 
fairly good character or else private 
schools of a bad character and bad 
efficiency. Take the case of a very 
deserving school carried on perhaps 
by a Roman Catholic which had 
100 boarding scholars and 150 day 
scholars ; would it not be in 
the power of the County Council 
to give some assistance to that private 
adventure? If that was the case, then it 
appeared to him that the very evil which 
it was desired to avoid did arise, because 
this Bill gave power to the County 
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Council to frankly subsidise schools 
which were teaching a particular form of 
religion, and this Clause, which he thought 
at first was a substantial concession, 
turned out to be no concession whatever. 
The Clause simply said the County 
Council should not act on its own motion 
as the acting propagator of a particular 
form of religion. It did not get rid of 
what they wanted to get rid of, which 
was aiding a school~in which one 
particular form of religion was prac- 
tised. He agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman that the question of leaving 
out the sub-section did not enable the 
Committee to have a substantial dis- 
cussion on whether there should or should 
not be aid given to schools teaching one 
form of religion. 


*(3.38.) Sm FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan) said that he objected to this 
Amendment because it disturbed that 
peace which, as the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen had truly 
sid reigned at the grammar schools, 
owing to the circumstance that the re- 
commendations of the Commission have 
been carried out to a large extent by the 
Acts of 1869 and 1873. The Amend- 
The 


ment was not in favour of liberty. 
Clause said that the Councils should not 
require that any particular form of 
religious instruction or worship should 
or should not be taught or practised in 


any school or college. The Amendment 
was to enable the Councils to say that 
they would refuse grants because in 
certain schools there was practised a 
certain form of religion. In Bradford 
they had a Church institution which had 
oi more than one occasion received hon- 
our at the hands of South Kensington, and 
on one occasion the very highest that 
institution could confer; and he wished to 
know why the educational authority in 
Bradford was to be compelled to take 
away the grant of £100 given to the 
Church institution, whilst a grant to do 
exactly the same thing should be given to 
another institution. ‘The work was good, 
and he protested altogether against its 
being stultified. Leeds Church Middle 
Class School received a grant of no less 
than £500. Why was that school to be 
penalised because it taught the doctrine of 
the Church of England as part of its cur- 
reulum? At Sheffield a Church of 
England institution received a £100 
grant ; why was that school to be fined 
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because the teaching was in accordance 
with the doctrine of the Church of 
England? To confiscate these grants 
would be an act of injustice, he might 
almost say persecution. He thought the 
Clause was in favour of liberty, and there- 
fore he would support it. Those who 
favoured the Amendment were not in 
favour of liberty. 


Mr. BRYCE desired to correct a 
misapprehension into which the two 
hon. Members who had spoken from the 
opposite side of the House seemed to have 
fallen with regard to the nature of the 
Amendment. What the County Council 
was not to say was, “ we will not give 
you a grant unless you unsectarianise 
your teaching.” The other part of the 
subsection was that the County Council 
was not to be permitted to inquire into 
or consider the merits of an institution 
on the ground that that institution was. 
sectarian. The sub-section forbade the 
County Council to take into considera- 
tion the question of whether an institu- 
tion was denominational or not. The 
hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment objected to the second part of the 
section only. The real question was, 
ought it to be in the power of the 
County Council to make a grant to a 
sectarian institution because it was 
sectarian. If that were so, the Amend- 
ment would not have the effect which 
hon. Members opposite hoped. This Clause 
was not a Clause of freedom. It did 
not, it was true, penalise the schools, but 
if it penalised anybody it penalised the 
County Council. He did not intend to 
discuss the question at this stage, he 
simply put before the Committee the 
meaning of the Clause. If the Amend- 
mend were accepted it would leave the 
hands of County Councils absolutely free. 
It was the object of the Amendment to 
untie the hands of the County Councils. 
for the reason, he supposed, that they 
could trust those authorities, if they 
thought a sectarian school was the 
best school to aid, to aid that sectarian 
school, and if they thought it was not the 
best, then they were not compelled to 
aid it. 
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Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said that the effect of the first sub- 
section of this Clause might be divided 
into two parts, viz., the attitude of the 
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new authority towards existing schools 
and colleges, and its attitude towards 
schools or colleges it might itself erect. 
The description given by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite as to the attitude 
of the autherity to existing colleges was 
practically correct. The proposal would 
set the council free ; it might penalise 
the school. But the attitude of the 
authority towards colleges it might itself 
build was a very dubious one under the 
Clause. With regard to existing institu- 
tions, the effect of the sub-section was that, 
upon an application being made for a 
grant, the County Council should not 
take into consideration whether or 
not religious teaching of a particular 
form was given. He had in mind 
a county grammar school of practically 
world-wide reputation. The County 
Council at present gave to that in- 
stitution a subsidy of £50 per annum, 
but had stated again and again that if 
they had the funds they would make 
an increased contribution. That was 


the attitude of the existing council. 
But the complexion of the Council might 
be changed triennially, or annually, and 


the effect of the Amendment would be 
to leave every school or college at the 
mercy of a fluctuating majority on the 
County Council. That majority might 
be Church in its tendencies one year, 


Nonconformist the next, and possibly | 
care for neither in the third, so that the | th r ¢ 
grants might be madeone year and with-| with religious instruction. The only 


held the next, according to the character | 
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Dr. Wallace, when he pointed out that 
it was impossible to avoid being dog. 
matic unless they were dumb; that the 
moment they laid down a single tenet 
of the Christian faith they were as dog- 
matic as they could be, and that there 
was no separating religion into two 
classes—one dogmatic, and the other 
not. An hon. Member on the other 
side had said that what they objected to 
was the subsidising of dogmatic instruc- 
tion. The instruction in the Board 
schools today was as dogmatic as any- 
thing could be. Did that give peace 
and contentment to all? Members de 
clared they would be content to aid 
schools in which the foundations of a 
common Christian faith were taught. 
Did they recollect the disturbances in 
the London School Board a few years 
ago, when an attempt was made to 
define the word “Christian’’? Where 
did the Unitarian come in then? If an 
attempt was made to satisfy one single 
section, the Committee would be driven 
to one of two conclusions. One was that 
they must banish religious instruction 
from theschoolentirely. But any House 
of Commons who attempted to do so 
would be overwhelmed by public indig- 
nation. The great majority of the 
parents of the country might be apa- 
thetic as a rule, but when stirred on 
this question, they were determined 
that their children should couple secular 


other position was fully to recognise 


of themajorityofthecouncil. Surely that | the right of one and all. There was no 
could not be said to be to the advantage | medium plan. There was no common 
of popular education. The clause pro-| religion which all could accept. Noncon- 


vided that the council should leave the 
question of religious instruction severely 


formists protested against Anglicanism, 
Churchmen protested against Noncon- 


alone. This was not a question of day | formity, and Catholics protested against 


scholars. It could not here be urged 
that the religious instruction should be 
given in the home or on the Sunday. 
The children were in these schools month 
after month, and they would either have 
to have the religious instruction or be 
separated from it altogether. The plea 
put forward was as fallacious as could 
be imagined, viz., that a form of religion 
should be devised which might be 
taught in all schools without offence 
to anybody It was the religion known 
as Undenominationalism. One of the 
most eloquent speeches he ever heard 
in the House was delivered by the late 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 





| both. Moreover, one form of religion 


would not satisfy all Nonconformity. 
As a friend of his from Bethesda said, 
in 1896— SORT 3 


tS. 


“ You people in the House of Commons are 
dealing with one Churchmanship and one Non- 
conformity; but we in Bethesda are seven, and 
if you satisfy one section, the other six will be 
discontented.” 


It must be laid down that the authority 
should shut out of its purview the 
particular form of religion taught in a 
school, and give a subsidy if good secular 
work was being done, whether the school 
was associated with the Church of 
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England, the Catholics or the Noncon- | 
formists ; or professed no religion what- | 
ever. There was no alternative. What | 
was there unfair in that position? If, 
one section of the community was called 
upon to help pay for the existence of a | 
particular form of religion there might | 
be something unfair in it. But, at| 
present, all contributed to the various | 
forms, and one told against the other, 
so that the unfairness did not arise. As | 
the right hon. Gentleman had said, peace | 
prevailed in these schools. Let them) 
leavethe County Council free—{ Opposition | 
cheers|—yes, but not free to do ill deeds, | 
toshut outan excellent institution because | 
it taught no religion, or to shut out 
another because it taught a religion. It 
was all very well to say that the County 
Councils were fair, just, and considerate. | 
Doubtless the majority of them were, | 
but clauses of this kind had to be 
designed to meet unreasonable sections, 
and he was not prepared to leave these 
colleges at the mercy of a changing 
majority, which might give the grant 
one year and withhold it the next. The 
Board of Education had no difficulty in | 


paying out of taxation the Science 
and Art grants to schools in which 
Church of England or Nonconformist 
doctrines were taught, and, therefore, he | 


could not see why there should be any 
difficulty in awarding the grants under | 
this Bill. There was one other point to 
which he desired to refer. What was to 
be the attitude-of the authority towards 
aschool or college which it might itself 
build. The clause declared that the 
council should not require that any 
particular form of religious instruction 
should or should not be taught. But if 
acouncil built a college it would lay | 
down its own regulations. Could it) 
lay down the regulation that the college | 
should be denominational, or that it 
should be undenominational? On the 
strict reading of the clause it could do 
neither ; it could not require that a 
particular form of religion should be 
taught, or that a particular form of 
teligion should not be taught ; therefore 
he assumed the principal of the college, 
when appointed, would teach whatever he 
thought fit. He was glad to find there 
Was a prospect of this exceedingly thorny 
question being dealt with with a view to 
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| of religious instruction in schools. 





secure fair play all round. From long 
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experience of the work in these schools 
he knew how little discontent there was 
among the parents, and how exceedingly 
trifling was the trouble inside the schools ; 
and he ventured to hope that there 
would be the same quietude and the same 
respect for each other’s opinions inside 
the House as was found between the 
governors, teachers, and parents con- 
cerned in the schools. 


(4.0.) Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said 
that a great many hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were mistaken in supposing that 
by this Amendment they were asking 
that the County Councils should be pro- 
hibited from making grants to sectarian 
schools. They were asking for nothing 
of the kind. He was a strong supporter 
What 
they were asking for was that the County 
Council should have perfect liberty in 


regard to this matter, and should be 


enabled to say whether a grant should be 
made to any particular school, whether 
it be denominational or not. He 


‘should have thought when they were 


giving such full and complete powers to 


| the local authorities they would at least 
|have granted them this power of dis- 


crimination. He felt perfectly certain 
that, whether the clause or the Amend- 


|ment stood, or not, the councils would 


exercise their own discretion and make 
the grants wherever they thought best. 
There was nothing to prevent a County 
Council from refusing to make a grant 
to any particular sectarian school. There- 
fore, whether the clause remained or the 
Amendment was carried was of small im- 
portance, but it was important that the 
Committee should affirm the principle for 
which both sides had been cman of 
trusting the local authorities and leaving 
this question to their discretion. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) hoped 
the Government would stand _ to 
their — determination upon this 
point. He heartily concurred with the 
view expressed by two hon. Members 
opposite that they should endeavour to 
secure freedom of religious belief to 
everyone alike. He certainly desired, 
and he was quite sure the First Lord of 
the Treasury also desired, to achieve that 
end. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member forSouth Aberdeen, with his usual 
clearness, explained what this sub-section 
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would do, but he omitted one very im-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite recog- 


portant liberty which would be taken | nise the importance of the discussion 
away, namely, the liberty to oppress any | which we are having, but it prevents 
rticular school. He could not for the us from coming to close quarters, and 
ife of him understand why those who | | think it would help us considerably if 
desired to protect their own communities | we could dispose of this Amendment. 
should support an Amendment which | 
would take away the particular charter | 
which was calculated to secure and pre-e *Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
serve those rights for all time. ‘shire, E.) said his intention was ex- 


pressed most clearlyg by his right hon. 
friend the Member for South Aber- 
*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.)| geen. It was to set fre 
. a ; e the local educa- 
deo arentin to, the ttiude fon authority from any dogualietin 
nature which they had partly perenssee? be rpoameay. — magne 16 ties quae 
It was clear from the working of the) be oe "aut dues tis tela 
clause that a County Council, having | tation of those words, which Proven: to 
built a secondary school which was to him to be a very grave matter. This 
be of the nature of a boarding school or | ..,},section would practically preclu de 
hostel, would be prohibited by the terms | ¢},¢ |ocal education authority from pro- 
of the sub-section from declaring that that | viding, where it. thought necessary, an 
— — be an army ge” sae _undenominational college or school of 
eign the present time, in all cases | any kind whatever, including training 
ae waaee the eo | ane had come | gojjeges. It was absolutely impossible 
roy ge gig rohibite, 7 2 aaingpsinig under this sub-section for the local 
structing a Suseentaabonal school. There er “i They hi a all ago . 
A e matter. ey had all been reading 
cra pushes de “pact ag pa sl ‘an interesting letter addressed by the 
: $i -. 2% | First Lord of the Treasury to a Non- 
ea — — hy — conformist within the last few days. In 
: ecage t ~~ 4) reference to the power proposed to be 
mus so pom Shean ng B penton Bape conferred on the central education au- 
denominational school, but by this | sharing, Soenie— 
section in future the public authority |. “It enables that authority, when necessary, 
would be able to do this out of public po he. oes them by undenominational 
money. A County Council would not | : - 
be able to prevent itself from constructing | In that letter he could see no reserva- 
or aiding a denominational school. The | tion that that expression of opinion was 
sub-section prevented them from requir- | confined to elementary education. It 
ing that any school to which they gave | seemed to him, if it was not restricted to 
money should not be denominational. | elementary education, to cover the point 
Take a school built by a County Council | which he now laid before the Committee, 
with the intention of being undenomina- | namely, that these words as they stood 
tional. A single governor, or a teacher, | would render it impossible for the local 
or a parent could, under this sub-section, | education authority to carry out what 
compel the authority to make it a the right hon. Gentleman had expressed 
denominational school. They would all | in his letter, as to the intention of the 
be willing that an endowed school or a | Government to provideundenominational 
grammar school should receive what it | schools, whether technical or whatever 
could not now receive if it adopted for | kind it might be. It seemed to him 
ull students a conscience clause. He} that these words would preclude the 
agreed that peace did prevail in existing | County Council or the local education. 
secondary schools, and he did not sup- | nella dla 
pose that there was much difference in | ouineety. Som atng aes “Core 
the chapel at Rugby and the Chapel at which he was certain all moderate 
Mill Hill; but a conscience clause would | minded men must wish to see vested in. 


remove all difficulties. them. 
Mr. Cohen. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that that is not the 
intention of the words of the Clause. If 
there is any doubt I will put them right. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) said he intended to vote for the 
Amendment if there was a division, be- 
cause he agreed entirely with the speech 
of the hon. Member for Ipswich. His 
hon. friend spoke as a Nonconformist. 
He did not flatter himself to be a Non- 
conformist strictly. He was what he 
would call rather a universalist. He 
respected all sects; he was an adherent 
of none. He stood by the principle laid 
down again and again on this side of 
the House, that the business of the 
State was to deal with secular education, 
and that the State had got no right to 
make a grant of money for any species 
of religious education whatever, he did 
not care what it was. It seemed to him 
that the most logical and the most 
<ogent speech that had been made, with 
the exception of that of the hon. Member 
for Ipswich, was the speech of the First 
Lord of the Treasury. In that speech 
the right hon. Gentleman clearly stated 
that in his opinion the State ought to 
concern itself with the religious educa- 
tion of children. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What? If the 
tight hon. Gentleman was a convert to 


his views, if he really would get up in | 


this House and tell his friends on that 
side he was an opponent of the State 
having anything to do with the religious 
education of any child, he would 
welcome him with open arms, but 
he doubted whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would say so. He was 
praising the right hon. Gentleman, he 
was not attacking him. The right hon. 
Gentleman had asked, ‘‘ Do you wish no 
religion in State aided schools where 
there are boarders and non-boarders ?” 
The right hon. Gentleman pointed out 
that when a boarder was placed in a 
school he was separated from his parents, 
and he must be given the religion of his 
parents, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The religious 
education his parents wish. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE said that was all 
very well, but if that was a State-aided 
school the money granted was for the 
religious education in question. He did 
not hesitate to say that so far as he was 
concerned he could make no distinction 
on the broad principle of State payment 
for religious education between boarders 
and non-boarders. If a boarder was 
sent to a school and his parents wished 
him to be instructed in a particular 
religion, some person probably lived in 
the town who should be allowed to give 
him religious education in the tenets 
held by his parents. The hon member 
| objected to the State paying money for 
religious education, and to the teachers 
whom they paid giving that religious 
education, whether it was general or 
particularly sectarian. He thought the 








‘religion? Not one. 


hon. Gentleman, who spoke from the 
| schoolmasters’ standpoint, was right when 
'he said there was no such thing as 
/undenominational religion. Religion 
| was a question of dogma. Undenomina- 
| tional religion could not be taught, and 


‘he thought that one of the greatest 


/humbugs ever palmed on Dissenters— 
and he was surprised at their agreeing 
| to it—was what might be called the 
forse Board religious teaching in this 


country. He was at Eton. There was 


|a great deal of talk about that college 
‘belonging to the Church of England. 


received an  undenominational 
education. What was that 

Once a week the class 
belonged went before 
the master and read the Greek 
Testament. What happened? Was 
‘he taught the tenets of the Christian 
If he had been 
living on what he learned at Eton, he 
should have known nothing about it. 


He 

| religious 

education ? 
to which he 


| On a student reading from the Greek 


| Testament, 


immediately the master 
shuddered and said, ‘‘What Greek is 
that! What would Thucydides have 
said in the circumstances?’’ He con- 
fessed that he did not know what 
Thucydides would have said, but he 
could assure the House that that was 
all the religious education he received 
at college, and it was quite equivalent 
to the non-sectarian religion taught in 
the board schools. Let those who 
believed that the State should under no 





circumstances teach any religion abide 
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.by the great principle. Hon. Gentlemen | them openly and fairly. If they were in 
opposite said this was unfair to the|a minority they would accept the fact, 
parents, and that the parents would not | having satisfied their consciences by 
send their children to school. Whom | expressing what they honestly believed. 
was the money taken from? It was not | 

taken alone from those who desired that | (4.28.) Mk. HERBERT ROBERTS 
their children should receive undenomi-| (Denbighshire, W.) said the question 
national religious instruction. It was | raised by the Amendment was not 
levied from the other taxpayers and | whether they desired no religion at all 
ratepayers of the country as well, and jin the secondary schools and traini 
there were a vast number among those, | colleges, but simply whether the education 
who, rightly or wrongly, did object to authorities appointed by the County 
the religious education which was given | Council under this Bill were to havea 
at a particular school. In the case/ free hand in regard to the giving of 
of the training colleges, what was / grants to these institutions. The Leader 
the amount paid by the denom-/| of the House had frankly said that the 
inations generally? About one-tenth. prevailing sentiment of this country 
Nine-tenths were received by fees! was in favour of religious teaching being 
from the scholars, or grants from | given in these schools. The right hon. 
the central Government, the County | Gentleman seemed to imply by the form 
Council, or the public generally. But- of words he used that there was more 
in respect of that tenth which the | interest taken in the question of religion 
denominations gave, the Committee were | by those who supported this Bill, and 
asked to say that they had the right in | especially by the members of the Church 
these training colleges to teach the of England, than by the great mass of 
religion of their own particular sect.| Nonconformists. He seemed to think 
What was the object of a training| that because Nonconformists moved 
college? It was to teach youths who Amendments of this kind, and desired that 
wanted to become schoolmasters and no particular form of religion should be 
school mistresses, and they were, it seemed, | taught in these schools that they took less 
to be impregnated with one particular jnterest in the vital points of religion. He 
religion at the expense of the entire | was certain that was not the impression 
community. It seemed to him that the whichthe right hon. Gontleman meant to 
hon. Member for Ipswich, the right hon. | convey. Those who spoke in favour of this 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Amendment, representing the great mass 
Treasury and himself, were the only three | of Nonconformists of the country, might 
logical persons in the entire House. | rightly claim that by their history, and 
The hon. Member for Ipswich and | the facts surrounding the development of 
himself objected to any money being | their organisation, they could show they 
given for religiousteaching inthis country had made as much sacrifice for true 
on the broad ground that they considered | religion as any other denomination in 
that the State had got absolutely nothing |the State. The First ‘Lord of the 
todo with it. Under these circumstances Treasury said that no complaint had 
he did not shilly-shally, as some of his|ever arisen as to the religious teach- 
hon. friends seemed inclined to do.|jng given in the schools. That was 
When theFirst Lord of the Treasuryasked, | perfectly true. He had been very much 
“Do you really wish no religion taught | interested in listening to the speech of 
by the State in those schools?” they the hon. Member for North West Ham, 
said, “ Yes, we want religion to be taught.” | who imagined that hardship might be 
Where went then the principle which | inflicted by enforcing this Amendment. 
they had been fighting for when they|The hon. Member had instanced a 
said that no religion should be taught. | school which already received a grant 
They might be told that they were ina|from the county authority, and he 
minority in the country. He believed | seemed to think that if this Amendment 
that he and those who agreed with him | were carried that grant would not be 
were in a minority, but that was no | given again. He would ask the hon. 
reason why they should abnegate their| Gentleman whether that school was 
views, or why they should not state | open to any lad. 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Open to the| higher grade schools. Wherever they 
set up secondary schools they could, if 


world. D they cc 
they liked, support sectarian institutions 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said it| throughout the country. He thought 
seemed to him that there was nothing|it a very serious thing to give such 
to prevent a County Council making a| powers to a little urban council. It 
grant to such a school. What he and| was all very well to give such powers 
his friends objected to was that when | to such a county as Lancashire, with its 
public money was given to a school a|two million inhabitants, but it was 
religious test was imposed upon the/quite a different thing to give these 
scholars and the teachers. A most | powers to a small cathedral town where 
important issue was raised by the/| the clerical interest was very strong. A 
principle of this Amendment. The / good deal had been said about Wales, 
question was whether by this Bill, | and he would not again draw attention 
and by this sub-section particularly, | to the Welsh system; but he would call 
the present sectarian system of educa-/| attention to the educational system in 
tion in this country was going to be |New South Wales, where they turned 
stereotyped in reference to secondary | out fine specimens of manhood. He did 
education. Of course he knew | not hesitate to say that, taking any test 
that he was not expressing the un- | whatever, the people of New South 
animous view of the House, but he Wales were as religious, if not more so, 
felt very strongly that a perpetuation | and characterised by as much sobriety 
of sectarian differences in educational | of conduct as the people of this country. 
matters would be fraught with disastrous |[An Hon. Member : There are denomina- 
consequences. What was wanted wasjtional schools there.| He knew that, 
free education, without any barrier, | but Church of England teaching was not 
religious or otherwise. He desired to|obtruded on the children. ‘hen he 
give the Amendment his heartiest | would turn to Manitoba. What was the 

| state of things there? or in Holland, or 





support. 
}in Ontario? The school was controlled 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was| by the local authority, and secular teach- 
not in favour of giving the County | ing was given by the teachers, but every 
Council absolute freedom in an im-| facility was afforded to the parents of 
portant matterof this kind. Although he | the children to call in their own minister 


was astrong believer in devolution, he did| at a particular hour to teach the 
not consider that thatprinciple necessarily | special dogmas of his sect. That was 
required one to set up a large number|a compromise which had the support 
of absolutely independent authorities|of all the people in Manitoba with 
dealing with such important matters|the exception of a few extreme 
as_religious instruction without any | clericalists. Why it could not be adopted 
kind of direction from the Imperial | here he could not understand. What he 
Parliament, or under Imperial control. | objected to was that the appointment of 
What was the position? He would like| the teachers was still left in the hands 
to know whether the word “council”|of one sect. In Wales they gave no 
meant the County Council, or the| discretion to the County Council; they 
councils included under section 3; be-| said, ‘“‘ You will not teach the religion 
cause if it did not the position would be|of any sect.” He invited the hon. 
a curious one. Gentleman to inspect any secondary 
school in Wales and compare the 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the | religious instruction given init with that 
word “council” referred to all the | imparted in a sectarian school in England, 
councils. and he ventured to say that he would 
find as much earnestness, fervour, 
devotion, and everything that produced 
a religious tone and temper as in any 
Anglican school. The mistake that was 
generally made was that it was assumed 


there could not be any religion unless 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
meant, then, there would be about 1,200 
councils which would have the absolute 
right of organising secondary education 
within their own districts, including 
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there was something to quarrel about, 
and the religion of some hon. Members 
began just at the point of contention. It 
wasall very well to say that a parent 
had a right to have his child brought 
up in the doctrines which he believed, 
but he had no right to have the doctrine 
taught, if it was obnoxious to his neigh- 
bour, at that neighbour’s expense. The 
vast body of Christian teaching which 
really affected the character of a child 
was absolutely non-contentious. There 
was no dogma that divided one faith 
from the rest which was not a dogma 
held by a minority of the people, and the 
parent therefore had no right to call 
upon the majority of the people of the 
country to teach a doctrine which was 
obnoxious to them. He thought the 
best way to make the scheme work was 
to adopt the system in force in New 
South Wales, or in the alternative the 
system of Manitoba, in order to 
secure competition for teacherships 
for the secondary schools. It was 
not an easy thing to find good 
teachers for the secondary schools, and, 
under either of the systems which he had 
suggested, they would be able to pick the 
very best men, instead of having the 
worst possible selection, as they had at 
present. 
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the grant they must not interfere with 
the religious teaching. The question stil] 
remained as to whether they would give 
or withhold the grant. That being so he 
thought the fears expressed by some of 
his friends were not justified. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) asked whether this was the place 
to raise the question of denominational 
training colleges. 


Mer A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said, that being 
so, and if the question could be raised in 
another part of the Bill, he would not 
now occupy the time of the Committee. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 
could not support the Amendment be- 
cause it seemed to him to contravene 
what he understood to be a fundamental 
principle of our legislation. It would 
allow County Councils to lay down the 
rule that they would not grant these 
subsidies to secondary schools which 
taught religion. That was contrary to 
the whole spirit of the Bill, and to one 
of the main objects of hon. Members on 
that side of the House, which was to co- 
ordinate secondary education. Though 
personally he would prefer a system 
where the religious problem was left out, 
they must face facts as they found them, 
and no one there could suppose that 
within his lifetime the people of this 
country would be content with schools 
where religion was not taught. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) read the 
sub-section to mean that if a council gave 
a grant to a school it should not do so 
on the condition of an alternation in the 
religious formula or religious instruction 
in the school. That depended on the 
preceding “if.” It did not remove the 
discretion of the council to give or with- 
hold the grant from the school if it 
pleased. A liberal reading of the Clause 
would show that the only thing the sub- 
section laid down was that if they gave 


(4.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 278; 
Noes, 122. (Division List No. 261.) 





AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Avg-Gardner, James Tynte 
‘Ain, Sir John 

Allhusen, August’sHenry Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

— — a Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Austin, Sir Joha 

Bayot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 





Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHa. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford,LordCharles Willi’m 
Bignold, Arthur 





Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H. (Shrops. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, RtHa.J.A (Glasgow 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Voddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
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Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanle 
| Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
| Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
| Hendersor, Sir Alexander 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T, O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
| Hornby, Sir William Henry | O’Dowd, Jvhu 

| Horner, Frederick Willi am O’Kelly,James(Roscommon, N. 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | O’Malley, William 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | Hoult, Joseph 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Howard,Johu( Kent, Fav’rsh’m 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| O’Shaughnessy, P. J 


Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow. | Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) | O’Shee, James John 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham | 
Delany, William 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Jobn (Yorks. N.R.) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johaston, William (Belfast) 


| Johnstune, Heywood (Sussex) | Pretyman, Ernest George 


Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. | Jordan, Jeremiah 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt Hon.SirWilliam Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Kt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, Georve H. 

Finlav, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Heary 
Flower, Ernest 

Flyin, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ, 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin&Nairn | 
Gore,Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert ‘ 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F 
Hamilton, RtHoLrdG. (Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
arris, Frederick Leverton 





Joyce, Michael 


| Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
| Kenyon, 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 

| Knowles, Lees 


on. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 


Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, William F. (Liv’pool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, RtHon. William Edw. H 


| Lee, ArthurH (Hants,Fareh’m 


Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney, RtHn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cummin 


| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 


| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin. Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Reckitt, 
| Reddy, M. 
Redmond, Jno. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybr’dge 
Ridley,S. Ford (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thom. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harrv S. (Limehouse) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seton-Karr, Henry 
| Sharp. William Edward T. 
| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


arold James 





M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | Stewart,Sir Mark J.M’Taggart 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohaTh ogmort'n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Rob’rtJasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ. Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Valentia, Viscount 
| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
| Warde, Col. C. E. 
| Warr, Augustus Frederick 
| Welby,Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
| Whiteley,H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
| Whitmore. Charles Algernon 
| Williams,RtBnJPowell-(Birm 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worceotersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. ER,(Bath 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Banes, Major George Edward 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cawley, Frederick 

Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
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Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander | 
Wyndham, Re. Hon. George | 
yndham-Quinn, Major W.H 


NOES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby. James Alfred 

Joicey. Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw nsea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mildmay, Francis Biagham 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, SirCharles M (Durham 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 





Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


Bill. 
| Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE Aygs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee). 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas, Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford ), 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfr’d(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glomorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, J ames 

Toulmin, George 
Treveleyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Gallowa 

White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmona (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wood, James 

Wovdhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf'd 

Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Goddard, and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 


*(5.12.) Mr. CHANNING said the 
Amendment he desired to move was one 
of very great importance. It was to 
provide that a council, in the application 
of money under this part of the Act “for 
the training of teachers, shall require that 
in any school, college, or class so provided 
or aided no pupil shall be excluded on the 
ground of religious belief.” He did not 
wish by the Amendment to raise the 
question of religious instruction, but to 
restrict his observations entirely to this 
question. He hoped the Amendment 
would be accepted, in the first place 
because of the letter of the First Lord of 
the Treasury, which had been referred to, 
and in which the right hon. Gentleman 
had disclaimed any idea of crushing 





the Nonconformists, but’ had said that 
the machinery of the Bill would 
rather increase the opportunities of 
Nonconformists to obtain a share in 
the work of education, and would 
give power to the authority to sup- 
ply opportunities of training for those 
desirous of entering the agar, | profes- 
sion, altogether irrespective of Church or 
creed. e would not labour the point; 
everybody was acquainted with the great 
grievance of the Nonconformists with 
regard to their disability to enter the 
teaching profession. The real difficulty 
was the regulations which now existed in 
most, if not all, of the denominational 
training colleges. The Nonconformist 
who succeeded in the King’s Scholarship 
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examination, even though he might take; proposed were inserted, the County 
the highest place, was not, therefore, Council would be powerless, and the 
entitled to access to a training college. | present state of things would remain. 
Qn the contrary, such a young man or | That state of things was a grave injustice. 

ung woman stood in a relatively | By the very breadth of the constitution 
disqualified position as compared with a | of the British and Foreign School Society 
member of the Church of England, the the chances of Nonconformists were still 
Wesleyan, or the Roman Catholic com- ‘further narrowed, because no less than 
munity, who enjoyed much greater | one-third of the students in the training 
facilities and opportunities for entering | colleges of the Society were members of 
on the teaching profession. With the | the Church of England. He had moved 
exception of the training colleges of the | the Amendment with a wish to carry out 
British and Foreign School Society, there | the intentions expressed in the letter to 
were practically no places available for | which he had referred, and he hoped the 
Nonconformists. he Church of | concession would be made to the large 
England training colleges required their | and deserving class for whom he spoke. 
students to be communicants of the | 


‘Ohurch ; and, in strictly denominational | Amendment proposed— 


institutions, such a regulation wasperfectly | «In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘Act,’ 
natural. But in a national system of | to insert t 1e words ‘ for the training of teachers 
education, affecting a composite society, shall require that in any school, college, or 
: . raeaer class so provided or aided, no pupil shall be 
in which there must inevitably be persons | ¢xcjuded on the ground of religions belief, 
of different religious faiths, it was al- | and.’ *—(Mr. Channing.) 
together wrong that these opportunities 

for training should be confined to one or, Question proposed, “That those words 
two religious bodies. Nobody could be there inserted.” 

regard with satisfaction a condition of 

aflairs in which many Nonconformists| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
were compelled by the necessities of the evident he could not accept the Amend- 
case to abandon their faith in order to| ment, because what the hon. Member 
secure access to one of these colleges. A | had done was to endeavour to effect his 
person who began his career by such an object by taking a sub-section, general 
act of insincerity, as it sometimes was, in its form, and intended to apply 
could not be regarded as the most desir-|to all institutions aided by the 
able teecher of the young. He believed local authorities, and, by a strange 
that in some Church of England| process of inversion, turning it 
colleges a somewhat more generous spirit | round and making it applicable only to 
prevailed, and that mere attendance at | training colleges. On the point of form, 
religious forms and ceremonies was | therefore, he thought theCommittee would 
accepted in the case of clever pupils as a | agree that the Amendment could not be 
personal concession. That, however, was | accepted, and he hoped the hon. Member 
hot a satisfactory way of dealing with a would not press it. Perhaps the object of 
question of this kind. He desired to | the hon. Member would be adequately met 
assert the right of those who, by their | if he stated that he fully adhered to the 
secular attainments, were qualified to | statement made in the letter, an extract 
receive the advantages of the training from which had been read. In his view, 
college to secure access to those institu-| one of the greatest needs was further 
tions without these unreasonable restric- | provision for the training of teachers, and 
tions. There was a considerable diverg-| the class who most needed that further 
ence of interpretation of this clause ; but, | provision, for reasons well known to the 
as he understood it, the local education | Committee, and upon which he need 
authority was absolutely debarred from | not dwell, was undoubtedly the Non- 
laying down a rule that students admitted | conformists. If there was anything in 
to any college or class assisted by that|the clause which would prevent a 
authority must be of a particular faith, County Council building an undenomi- 
or that assistance to any such school or | national training college, certainly that 
class would not be given without the ‘defect would have to’ be remedied. It 
Modification of any such requirements | was never intended that County Councils 
on the part of the managers. Unless, | should be so prevented. On the contrary, 
however, some such words as he/|he had always held that one of their 
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duties would probably be to erect such 
colleges. He did not know whether that 
‘declaration would be sufficient to meet 
the views of the hon. Gentleman, and 
whether, as he had made it in explicit 
language, he would be content to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


(5.26.) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.) regretted that the First Lord’s 
Statement did nothing to remedy a 
very real grievance. Perhaps, as an 
old pupil teacher, who had to travel 
a great many miles to enter a college 
because of it, and as having been for three 
years chairman of a Pupil Teachers’ 
Committee, dealing with the training of 
1,200 pupil teachers, he might be per- 
mitted to point out what the grievance 
was. He eed that there was no 
substantial difficulty in the schools them- 
selves, but there was an acute and irritat- 
ing grievance in the matter of the 
teachers. With the existing grievance 
the First Lord did not dealat all. At the 
end of their apprenticeship 12,000 young 

upil teachers submitted themselves to the 
ing’s Scholarship Examination. If they 
secured a place in the first or second class 
they were nominally entitled to go to a 
college largely maintained by the State, 
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| moment to Nonconformists. 
| problem with which the First Lord of the 





and to proceed to the full teacher's 
certificate by means of State assistance. 
But what were the actual facts ? Of those | 
12,000, one half might be dismissed as | 
either failing outright or passing only in | 
the third class. With the grievance | 
affecting the remaining 6,000 the First | 
Lord did not deal. | 
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undenominational. This was the way 
these 2,000 denominational places were 
distributed: Wesleyans, 117, Roman 
Catholics, 136, and the Church of England 
roughly 1,500 open every year. ere- 
fore three-fourths were entirely in the 
hands of the Church of England; but, 
over and above that, of the 1,000 unde- 
nominational places half of them were 
filled by members of the Church of 
England. At the present time at the 
Borough Road undenominational college 
43 per cent. of the students were members 
of the Church of England, and they were 
admitted quite freely, although they 
narrowed down the available accommoda- 
tion for Nonconformists, who deserved 
what they had earned. At the Bangor 
undenomivational college, 20 per cent. of 
the places were filled by members of the 
Church of England, and at Stockwell 41 
per cent., Darlington 33 per cent., and 
Swansea 25 per cent. were members of 
the Church of England. Out of 3,000 
places, 2,000 were in the hands of denomi- 
nationalists, and of the remaining 1,000 
not more than 200 were open at any 
That was a 


Treasury did not attempt to deal. The 
experience of a large number of young 
people who passed the King’s scholarship 
examination high up in the list was that 
they had no means of getting into those 
200 places. He knew of nine admirable 
young people in one year who 
passed very high in the King’s 
scholarships who could not get in at all, 
and who could have got in, had they 


| been members of the Church of England. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the | 
Amendment deal with it ? 

Dr. MACNAMARA thought he would | 
be able to show that it did. In the! 
residential colleges there were 2,083 places 
open every year, and in the day colleges | 
730—2,813 in all, or 3,000 in round 
numbers. But here was where the acute 
grievance came in. Not only were there | 
only half enough places for those who | 
secured first or second classes—that might | 
be met by the future authorities if they | 
had the money and the right to provide | 
undenominational training ,colleges—but, 
of the existing 3,000 places, all the day | 
places were undenominational, and of the | 
2,000 residential only 397 were unde- | 
nominational, so that out of the entire | 
3,000 available places, only 1,127 were | 


Mr, A. J. Balfour, 


He once heard the Rev. A. W. Jephson 
say that at more than one examination 
some of these young people had come to 
him to be admitted by Baptism and con 
firmation to the Established Church, in 
order to enjoy the privileges of the 
scholarship. He was sure that that was 


‘a state of things which nov a single 
‘member of the Committee desired to 


perpetrate. He would take for the pur- 
pose of illustration a Church of England, 
a Wesleyan, and a Roman Catholic Col- 
lege. ». He would mention first the Oxford 
Diocesan Training College. What was 
the claim of this college to super-imposé 
over and above the qualifications set by 
the Government a further claim in 
regard to religion? Last year the income 
of this college from subscriptions and all 
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other sources of a private character was | upon the students, was simply to lay 
$117, which included subscriptions of a | the foundation by building an institution. 
seal character from the Diocesan | He did not, however, admit that these 
ot The income from grants, from | denominations built the colleges. The 
the Government, from fees paid by | Church of England did not build these 
students, and money charged for books | colleges with their own money. As a 
yas £1,800. ‘Therefore the claim was | a ge x ia po of erect- 
ly h t £117 | mg urch oO ngland colleges was 
a ae and £1,800 from | £293,160 4s. 5d. towards which the State 
the public, the authorities were entitled | contributed £97,474 10s. 3d. People were 
to set a ring fence round and exclude too ready to forget that very large sums 
ns who did not happen to belong to | ad been contributed by the State to 

| these buildings. What he contended 


the same denomination, and this in a |was that there should be a conscience 


college where 94 per cent. of the income | Clause for these trainin Ht Th 
‘ ‘ g colleges. en 
one ae a ond 7 — ‘the Church of England colleges would 
perl denomination. Hed gat «ir cla of dnt in they 
daim at all. He would consider next the | rat red Preatbue wr gy agg ling Lord 
age of the Wesleyan Training College at | of the Treasury did not touch this 
Westminster, where they also super-im grievance. He did not suggest that 
da eR ne cag eg) over and these colleges should cease rity ot denomi- 
above the qualification of the King’s prize. | national, but where a student desired to 
Their income from subscriptions and | enter them who did not belong to that 
private sources was £456, and from Gov-| denomination he ought to be admitted 
ernment grants, fees, and books, £7,300. | under a conscience Clause. Such a 
So that 6 per cent. of private sub- | student could attend the common form 
wriptions as against 94 per — of worship in the college, but on the 
of public contributions justified the | Sabbath instead of going to the general 
Wesleyan body in agp | this - | college chapel he ought to be allowed to 
fence round the —. e epee | go to his own denominational place of 
nst this claim. To the eternal credit | worship and produce to the pastor of tae 
the Roman Catholic colleges they | college a certificate that he had attended 
subscribed to aes * yredgepstte Pp | there from py cert eng his own 
ivate sources. In the case o € | experience he could tell the Committee 
tholic college at Hamersmith the - doe this system had worked admirably. 
come from private sources was not £117,| It would be an immense improvement 
but no less than £1,500, as against oy toe | in Church of England colleges, instead of 
contributed by Government grants, fees | practically saying, “We cannot admit 
and books. In other words 30 per cent. | you unless you change your religion.” 
ccedel tad te naka pall vce ieee cman Cee a 
e contended that i ime against the ishe urch. 
he ought to have religious liberty. There | his system were adopted, and if the Non- 
was — claim - — be cm 7. the Church page college 
examined. It was said that these deno-| were allowed to go to the church to 
minations built these colleges and had | which he or she belonged, he ventured to 
sunk a lot of money in them. Supposing say that at the end of two or three years 
that was so? Because a religious denomi- training that young person, instead of 
nation —_ or -. ese’ > —— : sense . po beer a grievance, 
cause some benevolen wo ave a feeling of affect 
Board found the miniee build a college, | goodwill towards the dail ‘which oe 
was that for ever to constitute a lien upon | dealt so handsomely by them. The Vice- 
the consciences of the people who wished President of the Council knew how acute 
> be aj ae a A eg this difficulty was. He expected from 
work 0 ee what the First Lord said on the Second 


colleges had been maintained year by , . 
Seer out of the public funds, and all that Reading of the Bill that before the Com- 


appeared to be necessary in order to | mittee disposed of this particular Amend- 
maintain for all time out of the public | ment they would have a statement, not 
funds, and to super-impose religious tests | onlv that local authorities might build 
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further undenominational colleges—ad- 
mirable so far as the proposal went—but 
that, having regard to the large sums 
these colleges received from public funds, 
the time had now come, irrespective of 
the original claim set up in respect of the 
denominations having built the colleges, 
to admit young teachers to the benefit of 
a conscience clause, as in the case of 
children entering school. 


(5.47.) Lorpj HUGH CECIL (Green- 
wich) said the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell had made a 
very interesting speech, which the 
House had listened to with the greatest 
possible attention, as coming from 
one with special knowledge on this 
important subject. It was certainly 
true, as he said, that no one in this 
Committee would desire that there should 
not be ample accommodation for every 
person who desired that an undenomina- 
tional college should be provided. He 
understood his right hon. friend to say 


that if, in a proper form of words, an 
Amendment was necessary for that pur- 
pose, the Bill would be amended, soas to 


allow adequate provision in this respect. 
But the hon. Member went further and 
proposed to upset the existing colleges, 
as well as seriously to alter their character. 
The suggestion was that no State money 
should go to colleges which had an ex- 
clusively denominational character. He 
dissented from that principle. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said his view was 
that, having regard to the large amount 
which these colleges now received from 
public funds, they should, while continu- 
ing their denominational character, also 
admit others under a conscience Clause 
who might not belong to them. 


Lorp {UGH CECIL said that the pro- 
posal would seriously alter the character 
of the college and its religious influence ; 
it would also affect those who, supposing 
the college to be confined to those desir- 
ing that religious influence, ought to be 
let alone. It would modify it by the 
introduction of a different element in the 
college in the way of a number of 
students of a different way of thinking. 
The question was one for experts in this 
form of education ; but the unanimous 
opinion of those concerned with Church 


Dr. Maenamara. 
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training colleges was that such an alterg. 
tion as that which the hon. Member 
suggested would seriously modify their 
character, and interfere with the effective. 
ness of their Church influence by intro- 
ducing a foreign element, and in pre- 
venting them from being distinctly 
denominational. Churchmen were 
willing to meet any grievance felt by 
those who were not members of the 
Church of England, as he believed were 
the Roman Catholics or Wesleyans to 
meet grievances on the other side; and 
as long as they had not proper training 
college accommodation, they were of one 
mind that they ought to have it. But if 
these bodies were better off in this re 
spect it was not due to any special favour 
from the State, but because they had 
come forward with their money, and had 
been more liberal in its supply than 
those taking the opposite view. It should 
be remembered that this money was 
contributed under an implied contract, 
and on the understanding that these 
colleges were to be of a certain character. 
Now it was proposed to take advantage 
of this money and to alter the character 
of the colleges by utilising the money for 
a purpose for which it was not originally 
intended. This was treating the colleges, 
not so much in the way of meeting a 
grievance, as to urge a hypothetical view 
and a mere theory that State money 
ought not to be given because a college 
had a peculiar denominational character. 
If an Amendment of that kind were 
introduced in the Bill he should protest 
that it was unreasonable and unfair to 
those who had subscribed for the 
colleges. ; 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I cannot think that 
the noble Lord has even endeavoured 
to meet the just character of the 
grievance which the Nonconformists 
feel in this country. I was hoping that 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who is in 
charge of the Bill, had some compre- 
hension, at least, of what I would venture 
to call the bitter injustice which has 
been revealed to us by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell. In my opinion a 
more gross and palpable injustice, which 
deserves to be resented and will be re- 
sented by every Nonconformist in the 
country, it would be impossible to state. 
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Here you have a large number of train- 
ing colleges, for which a large proportion 
of money has been supplied and is being 
plied from public funds. Here you 
have a system by which these colleges 
w existing shall have the power of 
excluding persons, because they happen 
to be Nonconformists, from deriving the 
benefit of education at those colleges 
with the money supplied by the tax- 
payers of the country. Then we are 
told, “Oh! you may build your own 
.’ Would they be built? But 
whether these colleges be built or not, 
are you going to call upon the County 
Gouncils to furnish out of the rates 
money for the purpose of building 
new training colleges when there are 
already colleges in the country able to 
receive pupils? We know perfectly well 
that it will not be by this means that 
the grievance will be remedied. The 
mble Lord is always betraying the 
girit which governs the policy he pur- 
més. He spoke of every one who is not 
amember of the Church of England as 
“gforeign element.” That is the key- 
stone and the secret of this Bill. The 


noble Lord is always frank, and we 


uderstand thoroughly what he means. 
The Government, however, are more 


prudent. 


Lerp HUGH CECIL said that the 

tight hon. Gentleman had misrepre- 
sented him. He used the word “‘foreign’’ 
ina strictly accurate sense, which the 
ight hon. Gentleman was quite well 
informed enough to understand. He 
meant foreign to the character of the 
school. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT : That is 
exactly what I understood. In those 
schools which are paid for by public 
money everybody who is not a member 
ofthe Church of England is a foreign 
dlement. That is the spirit of the policy, 
and that is why Nonconformists are 
determined from first to last, in this 
House, and after the Bill has passed 
this House, to resist a policy which is un- 
just on the face of it, as well’as intolerant 
and bigoted. Of course we always knew 
it, but the noble Lord has the happy 
gilt of conveying his views in phrases 

ich are always intelligible. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL: You have mis- 
represented me. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
“foreign element ” will be the label of 
this Bill. It is its characteristic; and 
it is because in respect of national 
education we are determined to re- 
cognise no such “foreign element” 
that we take the line of saying that no 
form of religious opinion should be 
treated as a “foreign element.” Now, 
what is it that is asked here? 
It is not asked that we should destroy 
the denominational character of the 
schools, but, as the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell said, that a man should not 
be excluded from the schools because he 
happened to be, not a foreign element, 
but a member of a denomination that 
was not the Church of England. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: A member of 
the Church of Py, 3a might be a 
foreign element in a Wesleyan school. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said yes, 
but he did not want to have a foreign 
element in any school. He was not speak- 
ing of one sect more than another. He 
maintained that no plan deserved the 
name of national education in which 
tests of this character were to be applied 
to the teachers. That was really the 
matter at issue. That was the religious 
difficulty ; and it was because this Bill, 
so far from relieving the difficulty, aggra- 
vated it at every point, that they offered 
resistance to it. He admitted that the 
great deficiency in education in this 
country was the paucity of teachers. 
There was no doubt that, from their 
greater facilities for higher education, 
the Church of England had a greater 
number of candidates for entrance into 
the teaching profession than the Non- 
conformist ies; but still there were 
a large number of men in the Noncon- 
formist bodies perfectly qualified and 
highly fitted to be teachers in the schools, 
but who would be excluded, as the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell had shown, 
from earning their living in the public 
schools in the country by thisreligious test. 
Did this House desire that they should 
make use of every possible source of 
supply of teachers for the country? He 
supposed everybody would say so; but 
why were they to say by this Bill that 
the source of supply of fitting men was 
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to be excluded by a religious test ? 
A more scandalous state of things 
than :the position in relation to train- 
ing of teachers it was impossible to 
conceive. They started with the whole 
of their system disabled by these religious 
tests. He maintained that that was 
unstatesmanlike, unjust, and anti-national ; 
it was denominational in the worst sense 
of the word. It was contrary to every 
plan of national education. And what 
was the alternative? Why, that they 
should call upon the community for 
further and unnecessary expense to build 
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might be used for the work. 
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said for the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, and he was sincerely desirous of 
finding some method by which an ad- 
mitted grievance could be met. He was 
not sure that he could say even that 
much of the right hon. Gentleman. 


AN Hon. Member : Christian charity ! 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I was 
speaking of the views of the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon, 
Gentleman denounced the grievance of 


[Hon. | the insufficient opportunity for the 


MEMBERS on the Ministerial Benches: | training of teachers as if it was a griev- 


They are all full.] 


what grounds? The right hon. Gentle- | present Government. 


All full! But on! ance introduced and fomented by the 


The right hon. 


man the First Lord of the Treasury | Gentleman and his friends had been in 
laughed, and said he could not under- | office for years, and the grievance was 


stand that there was any grievance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I have said a 
hundred times precisely the reverse. 


Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 
then, did the right hon. Gentleman laugh | 


just as great then as now, and he was 
not aware that he had ever made any 
effort to meet it. 


Mr LLOYD-GEORGE: They made 
great improvements in the educational 
system ; but what we are referring to 


at the grievance that he said he under- | is the training colleges. 


stood? There were many hundreds and 
thousands of persons who did understand 
the grievance and who did not laugh at 
it. He thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man had used language of a character in 
referring to this Bill very different from | 
what the right hon. Gentleman was in | 
the habit of using. He did not complain | 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s laughter if | 
he was in the humour for it, but he | 
hoped the Committee would obtain from | 
the right hon. Gentleman what the view | 
of the Government was in regard to this | 
matter. They knew the view of the| 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich ; | 
and if the noble Lord expressed the view 
of the Government, then they would 
know exactly where they were. 


(6.10) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
thought the Committee might now be 
allowed to go to a division. The speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman was in marked 
contrast, in more than one particular, 
with the speech of the hon. Member who 
spoke second in the debate, in a very 
interesting survey which he had made 
with regard to our existing advantages in 
the way of training teachers. But the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell knew 
his subject, which was more than could be 


Sir William Harcourt. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that that 
was not the grievance that the right 
hon. Gentleman had denounced. The 
grievance which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had denounced had been in exis- 
tence for years, and which it was hoped 
that this Bill would do much to remedy. 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for North 
Camberwell had dwelt on the hardships 
of the existing system on Nonconformists, 
but these hardships were not confined 
to Nonconformist teachers or pupil 
teachers, but were due to the fact that 
the number of men who desired to enter 
the teaching profession could not be 
accommodated in the training colleges. 


| Evidently the grievance would not be 


cured, even if the remedy of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite were adopted to its 
fullest extent. Suppose they were to 
throw open every denominational training 
college in this country, Roman Catholic, 
Church of England, and Wesleyan, they 
would still leave outside their walls, and 
would fail to give opportunities to, a 
very large number of men and women 
who were qualified for the profession. 
They would distribute the burden some- 
what differently, but the burden would 
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evidently remain. It was perfectly clear, 
therefore, that the only way in which 
the difficulty could be met was not to 
redistribute the accommodation in the 
existing training colleges, but by in- 
creasing the number of these colleges. 
Though there was a general grievance, 
that grievance pressed more hardly upon 
Nonconformists because the Church of 
England and other denominations had 
taken the trouble, or had thought it to 
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training college asit stood. That was not 
a new suggestion; it was not an untried 
plan. The plan was being most success- 
fully tried in some of the training 
colleges in London. He believed that in 
connection with one of the Anglican 
training colleges on the south side of the 
Thames, there was a hostel which was 
largely used by Jewesses. He was not 
a special admirer of the system of segre- 
gation, but that was not the point. 





be their duty, to use the opportunities | What we had to do was to deal with the 
given them by the State to build training practical grievance, and there were only 
colleges. He really put it to the House | two ways of dealing with it. One was 
whether it was reasonable to try to| by the system of undenominational 
remedy this grievance by a method which | hostels ; the other was by adding to the 
would not remedy it even if it were| number of undenominational training 
carried out, and which, in the attempt to | colleges. Nothing else could set the 
carry it out, would produce new griev-| matter right. If we were to indulge in 
ances of an aggravated character. The | the most extensive system of spoliation 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken with | tomorrow and deprive Roman Catholics, 
a light heart of depriving Roman | members of the Church of England, and 
Catholics, Anglicans, and Wesleyans of | Wesleyans of their training colleges, the 
the training colleges which they had| matter would remain pretty much 
partly built. It was perfectly true that) where it was at present. By the 
the State had contributed very largely | plan he proposed, we attacked the 
to these training colleges. If these| root of the evil, left no seed of bitter- 
training colleges had unoccupied places | ness, and no one would feel that he 
which members of the Church that had been ill-used or unjustly treated. 


erected them did not require, he could | It was on these lines alone that one of 


understand that it would be worth|the greatest blots on our present 
while to make such arrangements as | educational system could be removed, 


would enable these vacant places to|and our 


be used for other purposes; but that 
was not the case. These various de- 
Nominations had built these training 
colleges for persons of their own per- 
suasion, they were filled with persons of 
their own persuasion, and they were still 
not large enough to accommodate persons 
of their own persuasion. Yet it was 
deliberately proposed by way of produc- 
ing universal religious peace, without 
compensation, without taking any steps 
to mitigate the evil, simply to con- 
fiscate all that had been given. That 
could not be the right method. He 
thought the proper way to deal with 
the question was for the educa 
tion authorities to fill up the ad- 
Mitted vacuum in two ways—partly 
by the erection of undenominational 
training colleges suited to the Noncon- 
formist view of these things, and partly 
by the erection of hostels or boarding- 
houses from which it would be perfectly 
possible for persons of any religion or no 


present educational system 
improved, and on those lines alone. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said everyone would recognise 
the difference between the tone of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman in 
dealing with this matter, and that 
adopted by the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich when speaking 
in this debate. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said quite candidly it was a 
great grievance and one of the greatest 
blots of our educational system, but it 
seemed to him that the First Lord of the 
Treasury was unable to provide any 
adequate solution of what he admitted 
to be a grievance. It was no use 
speaking of hostels or adding to the 
training colleges. It would be the 
work of years to add to training 
colleges out of the limited amount to be 
given to the County Councils. The 
right hon. Gentleman showed that he 
was willing to do something, if he was 





Teligion to get the full advantage of the 
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allowed to by the Party behind him, so 
Y 
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he would not make any further remark 


u that matter. The right hon. 
Selleman had spoken of spoliation and 
con ‘iseation. onfiscation of what? 
Nonconformists only desired that some 
degree of toleration should be shown to 
Nonconformist students. These colleges, 
which had been built out of public 
funds, were maintained almost entirely 
by the State, and some toleration ought to 
be given to the Nonconformists. Some- 
thing had been said with regard to the 
amount given to the Church of England 
for the building of these colleges ; but the 
money was only given in the name of 
the Church of England ; it was subscribed 
by all sections of the people. If the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
wanted no foreign element to come 
into these colleges, let him maintain the 
colleges himself. Why did the noble 
Lord desire this policy of segregation, 
which was thrown over by the First 
Lord ? 


LorD HUGH CECIL disclaimed 
having said anything of the kind. What 
he said was that those who managed 
those colleges attached great importance 
to the whole atmosphere being of an 
denominational character. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he under- 
stood that the noble Lord referred to 
the atmosphere of the Church of England, 
and would not allow it to be clouded, 
contaminated, or disturbed by any foreign 
element. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The hon. Member 
has adopted a plan of saying very 
uncharitable things. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that in 
that case he did not understand what 
the noble Lord had said about the atmos- 
phere of the Church of England. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said that if the 
hon. Member did not understand what 
he had said he had better leave what he 
had said alone. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that if 
his -poor intelligence was not able to 
grapple with the statements of the noble 

rd, perhaps the noble Lord would assist 
him. But until he had further enlighten- 
ment he was unable to see, except from 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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the narrow and bigoted point of view 
which the noble Lord always adopted, 
what the noble Lord meant when hesaid 
that he desired to keep out any “foreign 
element.” The noble Lord belonged to 
the set of people who would have no 
privileges at all extended to the Non- 
conformists. He would, if he had lived in 
those days, have voted against the 
abolition of the tests for the Universities, 
The abolition of the religious tests had 
not, however, disturbed the atmosphere 
of Oxford and Cambridge ; quite the con- 
trary. Thisgrievance was of long standing, 
but the policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not make it more tolerable. 
The longer it remained the more in- 
tolerable it became. They did not 
look for anything unfair or unjust; 
they did. not ask for the confiscation 
or destruction of these institutions. 
The question was not merely one 
of excluding men who refused to be 
false to their consciences, but of the 
destruction of excellent material for 
teachers which the State ought to 
have. He had supplied himself with 
an extract from a great authority, if it 
was wanted. Speaking on this matter 
some years ago, from the educational 
point of view, the Colonial Secretary 
said— : 

“Sectarian colleges are mainly supported by 
public money, and the enormous grants they 
receive from the common purse are thus 
devoted to support institutions whose chief 
effort is directed to the preparation of sectarian 
teachers. They are unfit on that very account 
to promote a national unsectarian system.” 
He would like to adopt another set of 
phrases of the same authority as express- 
ing his own position in,this matter— 

“This iniquity I have resisted and will 
continue to resist, holding the opinion that 
in schools and colleges suppo: by rares 


denominationalists have no right and should 
not be allowed to interfere.” 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) wished to test the solutions which 
had been submitted for the purpose of 
dealing with this question. It was 
admitted that there was some grievatice 
in this matter, and he desired to be 4 
little more clear as to the working of 
the alternative scheme. As he under- 
stood the suggestion of the First Lord 
of the Treasury it was that the local 
authority should be entitled to establish 
hostels at which Nonconformists and 
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others might reside and get the benefit 
as day scholars of the denominational 
4olleges in the neighbourhood. He 
wished to ask whether the scheme was 
to apply to existing colleges, or only to 
new colleges, and also whether it was to 
apply to colleges whether they got aid 
from the local authority or not. He 
should protest against its being applied to 
existing colleges, and if it was he thought 
there ought to be some compensating 
grant from the local authority. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) ex- 
pressed the opinion that the right hon. 
Gentleman had offered no practical 
suggestion for putting Nonconformist 
bodies on an equality with the Church 
of England. It appeared to him that 
the proposal now jmade was a postpone- 
ment for many years of anything in the 
mature of equality. It was the in- 
trenching of one religious community in 
@ position of authority and power in 
connection with training colleges which 
they ought not to occupy. So far as the 
Wesleyan Methodist Church was con- 
cerned, he admitted that in bygone 
years there was foundation for the 
charge made against them by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell. They did 
impose a sectarian test on members of 
ether Nonconformist Churches who 
wished to enter their colleges. But 
directly the disability was put under the 
notice of the governing body of the 
Wesleyan Methodist Church, that con- 
dition was swept away. What was the 
position it was proposed by this Bill to per- 
ae There were thirty-one Estab- 
ished Church training colleges, and 
two or three Catholic training colleges, 
which it was not necessary to consider 
for the moment, because no Nonconform- 
ist would care to be educated in them. 
During the last thirty or forty years 
the money received by those thirty-one 
training colleges from the public funds 
had grown enormously. It had risen 
from 10 per cent. to 73 or 74 per cent. 
added to which there were the contribu- 
tions of the teachers themselves. In 
the great County of Lincolnshire, which 
was very largely a Nonconformist 
¢ounty, 80 per cent. of the children 
attending the national schools belonged 
to the Methodist Church, and many 
eases had been brought before him 


{2 JuLy 1902} 





Bill. 590 


where girls had had to submit to confirm- 
ation in order that they might obtain 
training in the colleges of the Church. 
That was a grievous injustice. What 
Nonconformists asked was, not that the 
remedying of their grievance should be 
postponed until new training colleges 
had been erected, but that all such 
establishments, which were so largely 
maintained out of public funds, should 
be thrown open to Nonconformist 
children under the protection of a con- 
science Clause. Nonconformists did not 
intend to be crushed. They would be 
quite able to hold their own under the 
— of this Bill, though they were 
arsh, intolerant, ungenerous and unjust. 
While they believed that the Bill would 
not accomplish the object which the 
First Lord of the Treasury said he had 
in view, and while they did not believe 
the right hon. Gentleman had made 
any concession of real moment to Dis- 
senters, they were not afraid of the 
operation of the measure. He would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to brush aside 
the notion that because he made it 
possible under this Bill that County 
Councilsshouldin future set up undenomi- 
national training colleges, he had there- 
fore remedied on this particular point or 
in one single degree the Nonconformist 
grievance. 


(6.45.)Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 
shire, Honiton) said he was glad of the 
assurance of the hon. Gentleman opposite 
that he did not mean to be crushed even 
by this Bill, and that Nonconformity 


generally had no such intention. But 
what had amazed him was that so large 
a body of representative men among 
Nonconformists had expressed that fear, 
and had lead the country to believe that 
they would be practically crushed out of 
existence, whereas it was shown by the 
First Lord of the Treasury that Non- 
conformists would in future have greater 
opportunities than they ever had before. 
Turning to the point immediately before 
the Committee, if they were to come to 
any satisfactory solution of this question 
they must try to look at the matter, 
not only from their own point of view 
but from that of their opponents. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite dwelt almost ex- 
clusively on the amount contributed from 
public funds to those training colleges 
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and education generally, but they gave 
very little credit for the large sacrifices 
which had been made by Churchmen 
during the last few generations for the 
purpose of giving good education in the 
country in a ce with the oo 
in which they believed and which they 
desired to maintain. Justice must be 
done to those who had made those sacri- 
fices. Their efforts must be acknowledged 
and nothing in the nature of confiscation 
must be attempted. They had a right 
to ask with regard to these training 
colleges that they should be maintained 
in the atmosphere of the ‘Church of Erg- 
land. As they had been founded and 
worked by the Church of England, so 
they should remain, and the Church of 
England should have the right, without 
proselytising, to teach their own children 
in their own schools and colleges in the 
doctrine in which they believed. The 
question arose under this Amendment 
whether the admission of the principle of 
a conscience Clause would vitiate that 
claim. They should go back to the 
istory of elementary schools and the 
resistance that was offered to the intro- 
duction of the conscience Clause then. It 


was denounced by some as an absolute 
breath of faith, and as being ruinous to 


all elementary schools. The result had 
roved that that fear was exaggerated. 
The Clause had, in fact, been made very 
little use of, and he believed it had been 
honestly carried out, and that parents of 
Dissenters had had little reason to com- 
plain of unfair treatment under it. The 
question now was whether in view of 
this plea and of the alleged injustice done 
to Nonconformists that principle of the 
conscience Clause could not be extended 
to these training colleges without in- 
juring the maintenance of the atmos- 
phere of the Church of England, or the 
teaching of her distinctive doctrines. 
This was a matter of very great anxiety 
because of the hot and angry feeling that 
had been excited. He felt that they on 
that side and hon. Gentlemen opposite 
ought to find some eirenicon, as far as 
possible, by which they would be able to 
smooth matters without damaging any 
distinctive principles. He for one, in 
view of the great length of time that 
must elapse before new undenominational 
colleges could be erected, was prepared 
to concede the principle that children of 
Nonconformists who had a claim should 
be admitted under a conscience Clause 


Sir John Kennaway. 
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to these colleges, because he believed that 
the Church of England would be 
strengthened and not weakened by that 
being done ; and also because of the neces- 
sity of settling the matter as far as they 
could on iesak and liberal lines, provided 
none of their religious principles and just 
claims were violated. 


(6.53.) Siz29- EDWARD GREY (North- 
umberland, Berwick) said the right hon, 
Baronet had given one of the best ex- 
amples of how to practise in debate that 
art of Christian charity which was so 
much more often preached to them than 
practised. While his personal support 
of the Amendment was exceedingly 
valuable, the tone he had imparted to 
the debate was even more so, and he 
(the speaker) would endeavour to do 
nothing to disturb the feeling of com- 
promise and conciliation which the right 
hon. Baronet had introduced into the 
discussion of this very difficult subject. 
He could assure the right hon. Baronet 
that there was not the least desire on 
that side of the House that there should 
be anything in the nature of spoliation 
of money given privately for denomina- 
tional purposes. That was the fear ex- 
pressed by the noble Lord the Member 
for Greenwich. If this Amendment 
were carried, the denominational teach- 
ing would still be preserved. The object _ 
of the endowments given to these train- 
ing colleges was to guarantee a particular 
form of denominational teaching in 
them, and that would continue. The 
Committee had not only to ask whether 
it was a question of improperly using 
private money for purposes for which 
it was not intended. If,that had been 
the whole story the noble Lord’s argu- 
ment might have held good. But it 
was not only a question of private 
money; it was also a question of 
whether public money was being im- 
peouerty used. On that side of the 

ouse they had the feeling that to give 
public money, and to give it in increasing 
amounts, to particular institutions to 
which a large part of the population 
must remain a foreign element, was to 
make an improper use of public money. 
Why was public money given to any 
institution at all? Because it was 
doing something in the nature of public 
work. If it was doing something in the 
nature of public work it must give up 
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to a certain extent its exclusive ideas. 
Its origin might have been exclusive, 
and as long as it was supported out of 
private funds it had a perfect right to 
remain exclusive ; but directly it began 
to accept public money, and in propor- 
tion as it continued to accept public 
money, it must more and more resign 
its own exclusive ideas. He agreed that 
the suggestion of the First Lord would 
be a way out of the difficulty if it were 
practicable, viz., that of founding other 
undenominational colleges and unde- 
nominational hostels from which students | 
could be day-students at denominational | 
colleges. But what chance was there of | 


| 
! 
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will be to secure that they shall be avail- 
able for teaching purposes in my own 
county.” It was one of the cases in 
which it would be most difficult to get 
support from the rates, and in which, 
therefore, there was the more need of 
aid from the Treasury, but yet it was 
just one of the cases excluded from the 
benefit of that grant. The situation 
being what it was, and the hardship being 
what it was, at the present time the 
prospect of remedy was remote. He 
joined entirely with the right hon. Baronet 
in the opinion expressed that the existing 
institutions should be taken in hand with 
an endeavour to make the best and widest 
use of them for the purpose for which 


such a scheme being realised soon? The | . 

Committee had to deal with the existing | OF: IRS SOR 
state of things, and it was not likely; « 7.10.) Sm W. HART DYKE 
that the present hardship would be soon | (Kent, Derttond) endorsedall that had been 
remedied. Was it likely that such a| caiq by the First Lord of the Treasury in 
scheme would be carried out? How | his appreciation of the existing position. 
was it to be carried out? The County | There was an established grievance and 
Councils were to have only limited funds. | one which they must recognise. They 
The noble Lord wished the scheme to | were ina very difficult position, but it was 
be carried out, and he was anxious to | notanuncommonone. Witha little more 
see liberal provision made for undenomi- | money from the Treasury they might be 
national pupils. Under those circum- | able to tide over the difficulty. He would 
stances, the noble Lord doubtless voted | dismiss the Amendment, because, in his 


for doing away with the limitation of | opinion, it would not meet the difficulty 


the county rate, because as long as that | they had to face. What had they to face 
limit remained there was no prospect |in regard to the training of teachers? 
of such a scheme being carried out. If | This was a most obvious necessity which 
the First Lord, even in making his state- | would stare every County Council in the 
ment with regard to the public money to | face, and it would be the very first 
be given from the Treasury in aid of | question which they would have to deal 
education, had been able to state that | with. 

a portion of the money was to be given | 

for the purposes of higher education, his! Dr. MACNAMARA: Yes, out of a 
argument about providing hostels would | 2d. rate. 

have come with more force. But the} 
money was not to be available for the | *Srm W. HART DYKE: There- 
purpose of providing hostels or unde-| fore the very first endeavour of these 
. mminational colleges. It was just for | new bodies would be to secure the further 
these training colleges that money from | supply of a better class of teachers both 
the Treasury was wanted, because it was | for primary and elementary education. 
most difficult to say that they served to| They had to ask themselves how that 
satisfy a local purpose and should there- | could be brought about by the Bill as it 
fore be put on the rates. If a training | was at present drafted. He acknowledged 
¢ollege was established in a given district, | the Nonconformist grievance. First of 
how was it to be ensured that that district | all, let them consider what these county 
should have the benefit of the pupils | authorities would do. In the first place 
trained in that particular college? He | they would increase the system, which 
ould imagine a ratepayer saying, “I am | was now largely extending, and that was 
asked to vote rates for a training college | the system of having day scholars in 
in my own county, but the better that | training colleges. He acknowledged that 
training college is the more will the | for many years past it had been a great 
pupils trained in it be scattered over! hardship and a grievance among Non- 
the country, and the more difficult it|conformists that the only recognised 
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colleges for them to enter belonged to 
theChurchofEngland. He acknowledged 
freely this old grievance, and no man 
would more readily vote for any fair and 
just proposition to remove that grievance 
than himself. Already they had sixteen 
or seventeen of these day training colleges 
in existence, teaching about 1,400 students, 
and each and all of them receiving grants 
from the State. So far as the Noncon- 
formist grievance was concerned, he 
thought it was to the establishment of 
non-sectarian training colleges that they 
must look for the removal of their griev- 
ance, and not to the existing training 
colleges which were now full and 
could admit no more students. The 
whole solution of the question must be 
in the establishment of other training 
colleges of a non-sectarian character. No 
doubt at first the county authorities would 
support schemes for the increase of day 
training colleges, because it would be 
found to be a8 expensive. His right 
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hon. friend had referred to the limitation 
of the rate, but he would remind the 
Committee that, with the aid of grants 
from the State, day training colleges 
might be established very cheaply indeed, 


because in nearly all the counties now 
some technical institute or school buildings 
could be fixed upon where only evenin 

classes were at present held, and the loca 
authorities could easily make arrange- 
ments to use such buildings as day train- 
ing colleges for teachers. Before this 
Bill passed the Report stage he hoped the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would give 
a little more money for this purpose, for 
no hon. Member would be more pleased 
than himself to see this grievance swept 
away from our Bratt sed system. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) appealed to the First Lord of 
the Treasury to approach this question in 
a broad and talerable spirit, and to 
endeavour to find some means of re- 
conciling the views of his ordinary 
supporters with the views of hon. Gentle- 
men on the opposite side of the House. 
He found himself in a somewhat difficult 
position. In the first place he supposed 
most hon. Members heard the ver 
remarkable and impressive figures whic 
had been given to the Committee by the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had paid 
a well-deserved testimony to the lucidity, 
ability, and moderation of that spesthe 


Sir W. Hart Dyke. 
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|He thought this was a question upon 


which hon. Members opposite ought to. 
be ready to listen to the voice of com- 
promise. This was a question upon which 
anybody who spoke should only do so 
with the very greatest solicitude and 
consideration for the religious views of 
their opponents. Take the case of the 
Oxford Diocesan Training College. In 
this college the voluntary subscriptions. 
were £117 and the public subscriptions 
were £1,800 as given by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell. Could 
they wonder at Nonconformists, who 
constituted at least half the nation, being 
discontented and feeling that they had a 
legitimate grievance, when they were to 
a large extent excluded from a college to 
which £1,800 was subscribed by the 
public and only £117 by that particular 
denomination. He was glad to hear the 
First Lord of the Treasury declare him- 
self opposed to a policy of segregation in 
training schools, though it was approved 
by ep hon. Members opposite. If he 
were a Protestant and an Englishman, he 
would resent in the strongest manner the 
anti-national and anti-Christian division 
of forms of religion by walls of 
bigotry and sveieilise. he practical 
difficulty was that the colleges were 
crowded already, and by the force of 
facts the House was driven in the direc- 
tion indicated by the First Lord of 
the Treasury. If the First Lord of the 
Treasury would make a definite promise 
that the Nonconformists’ grievance, 
which he admitted, would be really 
met, the difficulty might be overcome. 
What was the use of telling them that 
the denominational colleges were open to 
Non-conformists? He did not suppose 
that many Protestants would enter a 
Roman Catholic training college, and if 
they did, he believed they would be 
Catholics before leaving them. The 
right hon. Gentleman ought not to let 
this Clause pass without doing something 
more than he had done to meet the 
Non-conformist grievance. What was 
the use of putting this duty on the 
County Councils? Did they suppose 
that the County Council of Lancashire 
was going to spend money to train 
teachers in order that they might go off 
to teach schools in London or elsewhere? 
The First Lord of the Treasury saw the 
difficulty, and said he was considering 
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whether he could devise a way of meet- 
ing it, but the Nonconformists were 
left without a single promise on which 
they could rely that their admitted 
any way met by 


grievance would be in 
the Government. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavi- 
stock) said that in supporting the 
Second Reading of the Bill he appealed 
to the First Lord of the Treasury to 
make some concession with respect to 
the matter now before the House. There 
was no question connected with the Bill 
on which there was a stronger feeling 
inthe country than that with reference 
to the pupil teachers. Nonconformists 
felt it a grievance that they were 
practically excluded from the denomina- 
tional schools, and they protested against 
Nonconformist pupil teachers being 
kept out of the training colleges. These 
colleges would receive under this Bill 
grants towards the education of pupil 
teachers, and that being so, it was only 
right that the public of all classes should 
have access to those colleges if they were 
in other ways fitted for the work. He 
was a loyal supporter of the principle 
of this Bill, and he was in favour of 
doing justice to the voluntary schools, 
but he would not be a party to doing 
injustice to the Nonconformist pupil 
teachers. He trusted the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to make some 
concession which would relieve them of 
the necessity of voting for the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) 
thought that after the appeals made 
from both sides of the House the Govern- 
ment could hardly leave matters as they 
stood. After the admission made by the 
First Lord of the Treasury he ought to 
show the Committee some practical 
means of remedying the grievance —a 
grievance which was not merely senti- 
mental but practical, touching both the 
self-respect and the interests of Noncon- 
formists in the strongest possible way. 
He was bound to offer a remedy as real 
as the grievance was real. He did not 
Wish to approach this question in a 
controversial manner. The remedy sug- 
gested by the noble Lord the Member 
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for Greenwich was noremedy atall. He 
told them that accommodation could be 
provided by the education authority 
under the powers of the Bill, but, as had 
been pointed out already, not merely was 
it the case that the County Councils had 
not the money for the purpose, but it 
was really no part of their duty. This 
was a national and not a local work—a 
work that concerned the whole com- 
munity—and, therefore, there could not 
be a stronger case than this for aid from 
the National Exchequer. It appeared 
to him that the remedy proposed by the 
Amendment was admirable so far as it 
went, and really no adequate argument 
had been advanced to show why the cone 
scienceClause should not havea place here, 
‘rhe noble Lord opposite said he wished 
to preserve the present atmosphere of 
the colleges. He did not think the pre- 
ference of the noble Lord, to which he 
had a perfect right, was shared by the 
First Lord of the Treasury and the 
majority of hon. Members on his own 
side of the House. It seemed to him 
that the argument was irresistible for 
opening these institutions to the whole 
nation. This had been done in the case 
of the universities with infinite good to 
all concerned. These teachers were 
public servants, and why in the 
name of common sense and tolerance 
should they be compelled to associate 
with one particular sect only? Such 
a policy was irrational and illiberal. If 
a concession were made on the lines of 
the Amendment which would make these 
colleges national institutions it would 
greatly smooth the passage of the Bill. 
If that could not be done it was the 
absolute duty of the First Lord of the 
Treasury to make an alternative sug- 
gestion, and the difficulty would be met 
to some extent by a proposal for assist- 
ing the local authorities to discharge a 
duty which was not their duty, but the 
duty of the State. 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. | 


—_—_——— 
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EVICTIONS ON THE DE FREYNE 
ESTATE. 


[MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


*(9.0.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
8.) said he had hoped it would not have 
been necessary, on two grounds, to move 
the Motion of which he gave notice at an 
earlier hour of the day. In the first place 
he had hoped that it would have been 
possible to discuss the whole question on 
an Irish Supply night. The House had 
now been sitting for close on six months, 
and not one hour of that time had been 
appropriated for the purpose of Irish 
Supply. He had no security when 
Supply would be taken, and therefore he 
had had to give up that idea. In the 
second place, he had hope that what 
had taken place in almost every agrarian 

uarrel of which he had cognizance in 
freland: viz., something like a reasonable 
compromise, would have been arrived at 
in this matter. The sands in the glass, 
however, were fast running out, without 
the slightest idea of a compromise, and 
he was driven to the belief that unless 
the House intervened, unless the Chief 
Seecretary—who had so much in his 
power—was able to do something, intoler- 
able hardships would arise, these horrible 
evictions would be consummated, and an 
era of trouble and turmoil would be origi- 
nated in the West of Ireland, where, 
heaven knew, there was trouble enough 
at the present moment without it. "He 
moved the Motion under a heavy sense of 
responsibility, because he did not think 
there was a public man in the House— 
and there were very few in the country 
—who had seen more of evictions than 
he had. He had gone through nearly 
the whole of these sad times since 1886, 
and, if he moved the Resolution that 
night, it was because of his experience in 
the past, and because he desired to avoid 
trouble in the future of the same kind if 
it could be avoided. He, in accordance 
with what happened earlier, would under- 
take to prove that the Government, as a 
Government, were directly responsible. 
not alone for the condition of this whole 
district, but for everyone of the impend- 
ing evictions in it. Wid he know what 

revious Governments had attempted ? 
ad he heard of the Vandeleur evictions 
in Clare, or of the action of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in reference to the 
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Clanricarde case, when he openly admitted 
that he had put pressure within the law 
on the landlord? He maintained ee in 
nearly all the t rian cases resulti 

in ciulons ‘eetthed alone been nena 
made by the Government to avoid the 
| difficulty. Then, again, on the Olphert 
| estate the same thingtook place. Terms 
were offered and refused, and the evictions 
went on; but whereas in these cases 
'in the past attempts had been made to 
bring about a settlement, on the De 
|Freyne estate all such attempts had 
been repudiated, not because Lord De 
| Freyne wished that, but because he was 
in the hands of a landlord combination 
| who would not allow him to follow his 
| own instincts. Besides, in all the other 
| cases, except the Olphert case, the tenants 
| were comparatively well to do, whereas 
| here the tenants were the poorest of 
‘the poor. The efforts of the Roman 
| Catholic Clergy in that direction had 
| been without avail—[A Tory MEmpER: 
|Hear, hear!] Someone cheered that, 
| Well, he wassorry for him. He believed 
‘that a word from the Chief Secretary 
'would effect a settlement in this case, 
‘and he asked what had been done in 
| that direction? What was the history of 
‘these proceedings? The purchase of the 
| Dillon estate by the Congested Districts 
| Board produced a combination on the 
De Freyne estate tosecure the same terms. 
That demand was refused. Lord De 
Freyne—who was not a rich man—had to 
refuse it, and the suggestion of the Rev 
Father White for a reduction of 15 
per cent. was also refused. Father 
White had, when making his pro 
posal, pointed out that the peo le 
had not been able to séll their cattle; 
‘that the country had been ruined by 
| floods, and that the people were in 
|despair, and he (Mr. Russell) had no 
hesitation in saying that a 33 per 
cent. reduction would not have been 
too much. Then legal proceedings were 
commenced. The rents were higher for 
‘the bog land than they were for good 
‘arable land in Ulster. But Lord De 
'Freyne was not responsible for that. 
The rents were fixed by a tribunal set up 
by the Government. The House had no 
right to blame Lord De Freyne for taking 
legal action to recover his rents or the 
possession of his land. He was not going 
to say that Lord De Freyne was not 
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entitled to the support of the forces of the | carried out it had resulted in d 
Crown. Lord De Freyne’s legal rights| contentment. This was the Heliberate 
were ny witty But what he complained | policy of the Government; but in an 
of “ag bree the orgasms in fixing the | evil moment of excitement in the House, 
Paitt ot te the Cina ba was the Government had laid it down as 
. ee of Inquiry | part of that policy, and as a fixed rule to 

presided over by Mr. Morley. The next | gui .d Distri 
ip in the ‘re ft t history 7; Ps Barer guide the Congested Districts Board, that 
a the sale of the t ‘oh wherever agitation prevailed no purchase 
ek The ‘ienmed Tight a A a should take place, and such estates were 
six acres of bogland was sold by public ot oe precsenny perenne. Deconee 
auction in the Courthouse at Roscommon bapaas: bad ine ae ey a elie 
The next step was to seck to r ‘| the bottom of the list. If it had not 
ession of the holdings, and how did been for that the De Freyne estate might 
Bord De Freyne’s advisers proceed ? Let a eo “oe y le 4 eye vg 
ie House mark this. Th illon estate. is rule had been uni- 
the poorest of the ‘eas gk sepa yacRnion ts versally working ever since it was laid 
these miserable five or six acre holdings of down, and wherever there was agitation 
bogland, Lord De Freyne’s advisers went it had laid a fetter and produced discord. 
to the superior courts in Dublin for writs, | On the De Freyne estate evictions would 
and costs to the extent of £30 or £35 in | tke place, and the forces of the Crown 
each case were heaped on the tenants. would be employed;to enforce the law, and * 
That made a settlement impossible. For rightly employed. Two or three English 
those poor people the costs were colossal. | Members had visited the land in this 
The tenants could pay their rents only by | ¥rter, and they would support him 
means of money they got from America, when he said that the land was ab- 
or from their labour in England, and to solutely useless. No one would settle 
down there, and crime was perfectly 


put such ‘costs on them was to drive them | 
to despair, and to prevent a settlement. | certain to take place. The people were 





All being thus ready the Sheriff and the | left no option. At the same time that 


age of ~, "She will do the rest in a| they put down legitimate agitation they 
ays. Those poor people would be| armed with a blunderbuss the men 
= wd peoasecns er) ky aber oe the | behind the hedge. If they were going 
ove eee gy po oe | » deal with this ah by the — 
omg be the result ? Did anyone tieliove ae ye are lng Why ; une ifr 
vo bn Bova El - pe or ery wri people crowded upon these wretched 
7 land from which 4 aoe cad take holdings? Hon. Members would find, 
evicted, and pay 1 be ae "fe ae e were | if they went to Ireland, mile upon mile 
for it ? It would be the old, old le er of magnificent land without a single 
again. The people weak a nt 4 th homestead upon it. It was occupied 
holdi ; a €| solely by sheep and cattle. The laws of 
oldings from which they believed they . 
were unjustly driven, and all the chances the House had permitted the poor people 
were that violent crime twould ‘be. pre- to be driven from these fertile lands. 
tipitated and all in order that thi ina- 
tin of Irish landlords with Lou Do| _*Mx. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
Freyne in their charge, should have their going beyond the terms of his Motion. 
Way against those wretched people. He He is discussing the whole land question. 
now to state his reason tor believing I understood him to ask leave to move 
the adjournment of the House to discuss 


that the Government was directly re- . 
aypeee As was known to the House, | 8°me action of the Government. The 
e ? 


Congested Districts Board, which | #¢tion which he complains of is a ques- 
tion of general policy in dealing with 


the Land Purchase Acts. That is not 
the kind of matter for which the adjourn- 
ment of the House may be moved. 


was a State Department, had 
been engaged for nine years dealing with 
those districts. In a considerable num- 
“ad of cases they had purchased estates 
tom the owners, had dressed the 
holdings and sold them to the oceupiers,| * Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said his whole 
and wherever that policy had been! point in raising this question was that 
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the exclusion of this estate deliber- 
ately by the Government from the 
Land Purchase Act, to which they 
were entitled by law, had brought about 
this state of disorder. He staked his 
reputation on the assertion that the 
rents on this estate had been wrongly 
fixed. There had been no boycotting, 
for how could they intimidate a district 
where everybody believed the same 
thing? The whole population was 
banded as one man, and the only agita- 
tion that was being carried on was of 
exactly the same kind which the English 
Nonconformists had resolved to take in 
refusing to pay the education rate if 
the present Education Bill was passed. 
He wanted the House to understand 
that while many of the tenants on this 
. estate had paid their rents in full, there 
were a majority who could not pay. If 
these evictions took place, and these 
enormous costs were imposed upon the 
tenants, the House would have no moral 
basis to stand upon. Something had 
been said about landlord combinations. 
He had had something to do with a 
landlord combination, which had lost 
£10,000 by it; and every one of the 
evicted tenants in the end got back to 
his holding. He would conclude by 
directing the attention of the House 
to this difficult situation. He had spoken 
because his eyes had seen, and his ears 
had heard. He had not only seen the 
trouble and the misery, but he had seen 
the remedy for it at work on the ad- 
joining purchased properties, and he 
believed that if the Government chose 
tomorrow, through the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, they could stay the hand 
of the evictors and secure a reasonable 
and an honest settlement, and bring 
peace and prosperity to that district. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr, T. W. Russell.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I ought to state 
that if the hon. Member had developed 
what his argument was on the face of 
his Motion, I should have felt. it my 
duty not to let it go before the House, 
because he has gone into the merits of 
the question between Lord De Freyne 
and his tenants. I have not inter- 
rupted him, because I wanted to hear 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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his whole argument, and he has not. 
mentioned anything as regards the 
action of the Government, the point on 
which I understood that he moved the 
adjournment. I understood from him 
that he proposed to complain of the 
employment of the forces of the Crown. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, Sir; I 
distinctly stated to you that I could use 
that argument, but that I would not. 
do so. The sole point | raised as to the 
action of the Government was this rule 
which forbids the sale of an estate on 
which any agitation takes place. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
did not mention that point to me. [| 
only wish to point out to the House 
that the argument must be confined to 
something relating to the action of the 
Executive Government in the matter; 
because disputes and litigation between 
a landlord and his tenants, whatever 
the rights or wrongs of the dispute 
may be, are not matters for discussion on 
this Motion. 


(9.38) Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
8.) said that as one of the represent- 
atives of the county most affected, 
he wished to support the observations. 


Member for South 
Tyrone. When this matter had 
been previously debated in Parlia- 
ment, the Jrish Attorney General 
declared. that such a struggle as this. 
was inevitable. True, it was inevitable, 
because the rule established by the 
Congested Districts Board had brought 
it about. It was his desire, of course, 
to keep strictly within the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker, but it was hard to avoid 
referring to the condition of these 
tenants, and to the circumstances which 
had brought about the present state of 
things. hat he and his friends 
held was that, if it had not been for 
the action of the Government in mak- 
ing this rule, all this trouble would 
not have occurred. It was generally 
admitted that even in the West of 
Ireland there was not an estate which 
required to be dealt with by the Con- 
gested Districts Board more than the 
De Freyne estate ; and no Irish Mem- 
ber had ever used stronger language 
as to the awful misery and poverty of 


of the hon. 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: No. I have already 
Chief Secretary has done. No wonder | stated that the question which this 
those peasants were discontented with | House is invited to discuss is not that 
their position after ten years of the | of the condition of these tenants, or the 
existence of the Congested Districts|causes which brought about that 
Board, while the tenants on the Dillon | condition, but the question of the action 
estate had received the benefits of |of the Government. I hope the hon. 
compulsory land purchase, and they | Member will try to conform to that 
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remained the victims of a rule which 
ought never to have been made. These 
poor people had been neglected by the 
Government, although they were the 
very type of persons for whom the 
Congested Districts Board had been 
brought into existence. He thought 
that English Members of Parliament, 
who had visited the De Freyne estate, 
must have wondered how the tenants 
had ever been able to eke out an exist- 
ence from their small holdings. If it 


their temperament, and the teaching of 
their religion, he was sure that dis- 
turbances would have occurred long 
ago. Earlier in the session his hon. 
friend the Member for East Mayo had 
stated that if the Government would 
only relinquish this rule complained 
of, he would immediately go to the 
De Freyne estate and appeal to the 
tenants to pay their rents in full. 
But the word of hope had not been 
spoken by the Chief Secretary on behalf 
of the Government. The Government 
was therefore mainly responsible for the 
state of things which now existed in 
that part of Ireland. The tenants on 
the De Freyne estate were not merely 
struggling for the reduction of their 
rents by 15 or 20 per cent.; they were 
struggling for something more—for the 
possession of land from which they could 
make a decent living. It should be 
borne in mind that the tenants on the 
De Freyne estate were the poorest of 
the poor in Ireland, and that during the 
Budget discussion it had been admitted 
that they had to live mainly on Indian 
meal, and that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had been compelled to relinquish 
some of the money which he had 
proposed to take from Ireland from the 
corn tax. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 
he desired to ask, on a point of order, 
whether the hon. Member was to be 
allowed to go into the question of the 
condition of the De Freyne tenants. 





ruling, and not proceed further in the 


line of his last remarks. 


Mr. HAYDEN said it was not un- 
natural for an Irish Member interested 
in these people, who had come into 
contact with them, and who knew their 
horrible condition, should wander some- 
what beyond the strict ruling that had 
been laid down ; but he thought that it 
would be admitted that it was not 


i f Id i der to 
had not been for the hopefulness fe very far afield in order 


impress upon the Government their 
responsibility in regard to the difficulties 
which these poor people had in fulfilling 
their legal obligations. The fact that 
these people were so wretchedly poor 
should, he thought, appeal to the House 
and the Government to do something 
for them even out of the ordinary. But 
they were not asking the Government to. 
do anything out of the ordinary. They 
were only asking the Government not 
to insist on pressing this rule 
which ought never to have been passed. 
It was this rule which had forced the 
tenants to combine in order to get some- 
thing like justice from their landlord; 
and in the long run he had no doubt 
they would force the Government to. 
grant them that which they ought to. 
have. At the best an eviction was a 


horrible thing to contemplate, but it 
was something terrible when it applied 


to a whole country side. If these 
peasants were evicted from their small 
holdings, where could they go to, except 
into the already over-crowded cabins of 
their equally poor neighbours ? Up to the: 
present time there had been absolutely 
no crime in this district ; but could it be 
supposed that if these peasants were 
hunted out of their homes in hundreds, 
and were over-run by a military police, 
that they would remain peaceable? If 
crime broke out in that district, it would 
not be on the shoulders of the Irish Mem- 
bers that the responsibility would lie, 
but on the English Government, and the 
English gentleman who had been sent 
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over to govern Ireland. He earnestly 
asked the Government, not only to give 
temporary relief to these people, but to 
come to their rescue from misery and 
Starvation. His hon. friend said that he 
did not complain of the forces of the 
Crown being placed at the disposal of 
Lord DeFreyne. But he did complain of 
the forces of the Crown being placed at 
the disposal of one man to harass and 
oppress the whole population of the 
district. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is not in order ; he is not confining him- 
self to the matter before the House. 


Mr. HAYDEN said that, so far as he 
could understand, the writs were issued, 
and were about to be put in force, and 
unless the forces of the Crown were 
placed at the disposal of the Sheriff, it 
would be impossible to carry out the 
evictions. His wish was to connect the 


action of the Government with that. 
As far as he could recollect, pressure 
within the law was used by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when he 


was Chief Secretary for Ireland, at the 
instance of Sir Redvers Buller, to prevent 
evictions; and if that could be done in 
those days, he thought the resources of 
the Chief Secretary should not be 
unequal to produce a similar pressure 
within the law, to prevent what 
would be undoubtedly a calamity. 
For these reasons, and for many others 
which it might not be in order for him 


to refer to, he desired, while seconding | 
|speech ; but I do hold it to be a public 
the Chief Secretary that it was his duty | 


the Motion of his hon. friend, to urge on 


to interfere in this case, and that if he 
did not he would incur an awful respon- 
sibility which he might have serious 
reasons for not forgetting. 


(9.56.) Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHaM, Dover): It is 
my duty, of course, to invite the House 
to resist the Motion for the Adjourn- 
ment ; but I must confess, at the outset, 
that | am very much embarrassed as to 
the manner in which [ shall properly 
discharge that duty, and as to how I 
am to keep in order. I wish to traverse 
almost every statement made by the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, and 
I doubt whether it will be possible to 
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do that, and keep within the ruling 
which you, Sir, have properly laid down. 
I have been mystified during the whole 
of this day. When the hon. Member 
asked me this afternoon whether I wag 
prepared to take any steps — similar 
steps, as I understood, to the steps which 
have been taken by the local Catholic 
clergy—and when, in consequence of 
my reply, the hon. Member asked leave 
to move the Adjournment of the House 
in consequence of the action of the 
Government, I lost my hold of the 
matter, and rose, in good faith, to a 
point of order. I thought the hoa 
Member meant the inaction of the 
Government. Though I did not believe 
that the Government had taken any 
action during the last few days which 
would justify the hon. Member in his 
Motion, | telegraphed to Ireland to ask 
whether some magistrate or police officer 
had taken any steps, but I find nothing 
of the kind has happened. The reply 
I received was that there was nothing 
of interest of recent date in connection 
with this estate; that the Members of 
Parliament who were engaged in organis- 
ing the resistance of the tenants had 
been, and were, rather more active than 
they had been some time ago; and that 
the evictions were expected to commence 
on the 7th. That was the answer I got; 
and I could not find that the Govern. 
ment had taken any action within the 
last few days that could have prompted 
the hon. Member to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House. I cannot reply to 
the greater part of the hon. Member’s 


misfortune that such a speech should go 
forth unanswered, as it would Jead hon. 
Members and the public to form a very 
erroneous conclusion as to what was 
taking place on Lord De Freyne’s estate. 
It is not the duty of hon. Members 
to be cognisant vf all the facts; and 
many hon. Members opposite who 
cheered the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone inferred in their own minds 
that Lord De Freyne was a careless, 
arbitrary, harsh man. The general 
view is that the land difficulty in 
Ireland is caused by Saxon absentee 
landlords; but Lord De Freyne is an 
Irishman, a Roman Catholic, and a 
resident on his property; and he has 
taken his good or ill luck with the 
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le who live around him. The hon. 
ember for South Tyrone said that if 
this difficulty existed, and if the people 
were crowded on the soil, it was because 
at the time of the famine clearances were 
made. That was just what Lord De 
Freyne’s ancestors did not do; and his 
difficulty is that they did not do it. 
The tenants on the estate are the 
descendants, of men whom Lord De 
Freyne’s ancestors encouraged to 
multiply on the property. In those 
days, Irish landlords were often Members 
of this House, and they liked to have as 
many voters as they could. There is no 
charge against Lord De _ Freyne’s 
ancestors for having acted in that 
manner; and no one can contend that 
lord De Freyne himself is responsible 
for any of the difficulties on this estate. 
Then it may be supposed perhaps that he 
had arbitrarily raised rents. On the 


contrary, the rents were not raised after 
thefamine. They were lowered in 1852 ; 
and they were lowered again voluntarily 
by Lord De Freyne by 10 per cent. 
before the agitation of 1879. Then after 
the agitation of 1879-80 the estate went 
intothe Courts and a reduction—not a low 


reduction as was suggested by the hon. 
Member, but a reduction of 27 per cent.— 
was added to the voluntary reduction of 
10 per cent.; so that the rents have 
been reduced 37 per cent. in addition to 
the reduction after the famine. I feel it 
my duty to correct an impression, which 
Ithink, must undoubtedly have been made 
as to the voluntary action of this very 
landlord, and the action of laws passed 
by:this House. It may be said, perhaps 
with truth, that some of the holdings 
on this estate will not support a man 
and his family in decency and comfort. 
That is true of many other places 
besides the property of Irish landlords, 
and why the whole burden of the day 
and all the animus of this attack should 
have been directed against this particular 
landlord, I cannot imagine fora moment. 
Why are not others to bear their part? 
Although I admit that Lord De Freyne’s 
property is poor land, and that the 

oldings are small, owing to the cause I 
have stated, still, other people make 
money there. Some of the very persons 
who have organised the agitation of the 
tenants have made considerable sums of 
money. Mr. Webb, who has taken a 
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great part in the agitation, has made a 
great deal of money ; Ballaghadereen can. 
support 71 public-houses, and only a few 
years ago a trading company was. 
floated in Ballaghadereen with a capital 
of £25,000. But if the people on 
Lord De Freyne’s estate are poor, 
and if that is a reason for ruining 
Lord De Freyne and his sons, why not 
others? Why are we to proceed in 
this matter on lines which have 
never been advocated in connection with 
poor districts in towns in this country, 
or of other instances of people unfortun- 
ately, and unhappily, being unable to 
provide that food and raiment which we 
should desire that they should have. 
What justification is there for this 
organised attack on this single landlord ? 
That will be in order I think, although 
I was rather doubtful as to the manner 
in which I led up to it. The challenge 
thrown out to me is, why does not the 
Government intervene? Sir, as I said 
this afternoon, I have no power to inter- 
vene. That is true. But even if I had 
the power ought I to intervene and 
exercise that power in a case of this 
kind? This attack on Lord De Freyne 
has been organised throughout. I deny 
that the tenants on the estate combined 
of their own free will and motion. The 
first idea of such action was thrown out 
by the hon. Member for Cork City at 
Westport, and he followed up his advice 
by a letter published at the end of 
September, in which he suggested that 
tenants throughout Ireland shozld offer 
as rent a sum equal to the instalments 
which were being paid by those who had 
purchased their holdings. No economic 
considerations could enter into a proposi- 
tion of that kind. It was a deliberate 
attempt to override the law, and the 
rights of property. It was not to confer 
an immediate benefit on the persons to 
whom that advice was offered, but to 
produce confusion and alarm throughout 
the country. When that advice was 
acted on in a single instance, would any 
Government, worthy of the name, treat it 
as they would a case of strained relations 
between a landlord and his tenants. 
Would not the Government see that 
there, at all costs, the law should be 
given effect to; and that there, at all 
costs, they should, if they  could,. 
save these unfortunate tenants from 
acting on advice which could only lead 
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them to ruin. At any rate that is the 
view which I take of the duty of the 
Government ; and that is why, even if I 
had the power to intervene, | should feel 
that I was rendering the very worst 
‘service to these tenants that any Govern- 
ment could render them, if I did inter- 
vene. My advice to them is to pay up. 
A great many of them, hundreds of them, 
have done so. A t many more have 
told Lord De Freyne they would like to 
do so. It may be, unhappily, that after 
some months of a combination of this 
kind, the tenants have confided some of 
their money to what are called trustees, 
and have lost control over it, and it may 
be that under those unhappy conditions 
some of them cannot pay. The advice 
I would give them is to ask the trustees 
—the agitators—to return their money, 
and pay the costs out of it. I feel 
fully justified in tendering that advice, 
because it happens to be the very advice 
given to them by the local Catholic 
clergy. I understood from the hon. 


Member that he desired me, as the 
Minister responsible to this House, to 
ally myself with the local clergy, in 
a to make certain representations to 


the tenants. I hope they will take the 
advice which has been given to them. 
All through this struggle, the Bishop 
of Elphin, Dr. Clancy, has consistently 
advised the tenants that they were 
making a great mistake in taking part 
in this combination, and that they were 
morally wrong in endeavouring to get 
ple into the combination and in 
withholding from them Christian charity. 
I will quote words used by the Bishop 
of Elphin on the 15th of May. Dr. 
Clancy, in driving to church, saw a 
scene which unhappily may be enacted 
again in a few days. He saw some 
cattle being seized, and with that sight 
before his eyes, and knowing that 
similar scenes were possible in the 
district, he declared it was a monstrous 
state of things that strangers and paid 
organisers should be sent into the district, 
and he protested against “these strolling 
organisers who were only thinking of 
the salaries they could extract from 
their dupes, and not of the interests of 
the people. The Bishop said he had 
learned from one of his priests how the 
money which had been subscribed had 
been expended. In Ballaghdereen the 
priest had seen the hotel bill of one of 
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the organisers, and it amounted to £50 
for a month. Then the Bishop, on the 
25th of May, received a deputation from 
these very tenants. They were of two 
minds, lashed on as they were by the 
organisers to continue a resistance which 
they all knew to be hopeless. They 
came to the Bishop for advice, and he 
said that he had goodauthority for stating 
that Lord De Freyne would consent to no 
abatement ; that the full rent should be 
paid; and that then he might consider 
the question of cost. The Bishop added 
that Lord De Freyne had the landlords 
of Ireland at his back, and his advice to 
the tenants was to pay their rents, and 
not have themselves and their families 
thrown on the roadside. He instanced 
the cases of the Clanricarde and Lugga- 
curran tenants. There was an ironical 
cheer just now when I quoted the words 
of Dr. Clancy that Lord De Freyne was 
supported by other landlords. But why 
should he not be supported by other 
Jandlords? I have given my account of 
how this state of things came to exist. 
Perhaps on another occasion we shall 
have to discuss it at greater length ; but. 
rightly or wrongly, the landlords of Ire 
land believe that this is a test case, and 
that Lord De Freyne has been selected 
for attack, because he is a poor man 
with a large family, and that being the 
case they have come to his assistance. But 
I jave no official knowledge of these facts. 
Indeed, I never heard that the landlords 
of Ireland had come to Lord De Freyne’s 
assistance until long after some of the 
facts brought forward by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone had occurred. 
The hon. Member seems to have put the 
cart before the horse altogether. He 
seems toassume that the Landlord Com- 
bination was started before the Reduc- 
tion of Rent Combination. A combina- 
tion was started to obtain such a reduc- 
tion as would have reduced Lord De 
Freyne to poverty, and then only the 
landlords came to his assistance. There 
is another point in connection with the 
remarks of the Bishop of Elphin. He 
wanted his flock to remember what had 
taken place on the Luggacurran and 
other Plan of: Compaign estates. I 
noticed the other day that an hon 
Member who has taken part in this 
agitation said that they had got the 
young menwiththem. That is possible. 





613 


Men who were boys in the old days 
would go into a business ofthis kind not 
knowing, as older men did, what trouble 
there was in 1887, 1888, and 1889, and 
not knowing, as older men knew, that the 
men who had fought that fight were left 
destitute, and not knowing the misery 
to which they were exposed. Support 
might be obtained from the young men ; 
but I am amazed at the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, who knows more of 
these things than any man in the House, 
and who yet, with the recrudescence of 
such horrors and evils before his eyes, 
can speak with an ambiguous voice. I[ 
do not say that the hon. Member did 
not introduce qualifications into his 
speech, but I do say that that speech 
will not tend to make the men who 
have joined this combination realise the 
evil fate which overtook their forerunners 
and which must overtake themselves. 
The only other point the hon. Gentle- 
man urged directly was that the whole 
of this quarrel was due to, the rule laid 
down by my predecessor, or myself, or 
by both. That, again, hasno relation to 
the facts. I can understand, though I 
cannot approve, the attitude of hon. 
Members who sit in this House as 
Nationalists, and who wish to make the 
Government of [reland impossible ; who 
say they do not approve of our laws; 
who endeavour to ) we about a social 
upheaval ; and who are quite ready to go 
to prison. I cannot be expected to 
approve of that attitude which I think 
cannot be otherwise than mischievous 
to Ireland, but I can understand it. I 
do not, however, understand the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, who has been 
the champion of law and order, and who 
has accused the forerunners of hon. 
Members opposite of being guilty of 
untruth and I know not what else, for 
advocating the very course which the 
hon. Member himself is now advocating— 


* Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I wish to say 
that everything I said in regard to Lord 
De Freyne’s estate was written by me in 
1893, when I went across at the request 
of the Liberal Unionist Association to 
embarrass the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Montrose Burghs who 
was then Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
was then engaged in embarrassing my 
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predecessor ; heis now engaged in trying 
to embarrass me. But the hon. Member 
did not, in 1893, use language which 
would suggest that the people were 
morally justified or wisely advised in 
entering into combinations of this kind. 
Now let me test the hon. Member’s 
accuracy. He says all the trouble is due 
to the rule laid down that the Govern- 
ment would not purchase an estate on 
which there had been an agitation. Did 
the hon. Gentleman now say that there 
was a right to purchase in Ireland, not 
because it was expedient to purchase or 
assist to purchase, but because there was 
a right to purchase. In 1892 the hon. 
Gentleman argued on our side against 
this very contention, and in defending 
the Voluntary Purchase Acts he com- 
pared them with the rent-fixing Acts, 
and said that leaseholders had a right to 
a fair rent, but that purchase was not a 
right ; and he added that the Irish 
tenant farmers could not come to this 
House and demand money as a right to 
purchase their holdings. Now the hon. 
Member says that farmers, more par- 
ticularly farmers! engaged in illegal 
agitation and combination, have that 
right ; and that the Government who re 
fuse that right do so at their peril, and 
that they are guilty of unfairness and in- 
justice in refusing this new-found right 
to persons who have combined in an 
illegal manner to put unfair pressure on 
the other party to the bargain. What 
has been said by my predecessor and 
myself is that the Government ought 
not to sanction by the use of imperial 
credit the completion of a bargain 
arrived at when one of the parties has 
been driven into it by the exercise of 
undue and illegal pressure. I am pre- 
pared to defend that to the crack of 
doom. That is the point. It is nota 
question of purchase or sale. If a land- 
lord cannot afford to take a particular 
price, are his tenants to combine, and is 
the adjournment of the House to be 
moved because the Government has 
not come in and joined an illegal com- 
bination to force the landlord to sell for 
a less sum of money than he can afford 
to take? That is not the end of the 
hon. Gentleman’s inaccuracies. The 
tenants did not ask Lord De Freyne to 
sell. The tenants, acting on the un- 
fortunate advice given to them, went to 
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him in a body and asked him to reduce 
their rents to the figure paid on another 
-estate; and then, presumably if they 
wished, to force him to sell at sixteen 
years, purchase of the reduced rents. 
Are we really to be asked in all serious- 
ness to join in a movement for taking 
66 per cent. off a man’s income who has 
not broken the law, and who, personally 
and by tradition from his ancestors, has 
always done his best for his tenants in 
circumstances which had unhappily 
proved unfortunate for him. There 
is no question of purchase or sale 
to my knowledge. read the other 
day in a local newspaper that prob- 
ably Lord De Freyne would be prepared 
to take twenty-three years purchase, 
and that the tenants were ready to give 
twenty years purchase. If that is so the 
country has been kept for nine months in 
an uproar, has been taxed for an extra 
force of police, and some fourteen persons 
have been sent to prison, all over the 

uestion of three years purchase. Then 
the adjournment of the House is moved, 
and the Government of the day is con. 
demned because it did not prevent this 


gentleman from protecting his own 


property. One step further. It is not 
the rule which is responsible. The whole 
credit for purposes of this kind in Mayo 
and Roscommon has been exhausted by 
the purchase of the Dillon estate, and 
last session I brought in a Bill for 
doubling the credit available for this 
purpose. The House rose on the 17th 
of August, and by the end of September 
the hon. Member for Cork City was 
throwing his match on the heath, settin 

it alight, and causing all this mischief. 
It will be impossible to carry out the 
policy of purchase if it is to be interrupted 
in this manner by agitation, and if hon. 
Members, who have stood up for law and 
order, who have defended voluntary 
purchase, who have realised that it is a 
credit operation which ought not to be 
vitiated by legal pressure, are to join 
with those who say that it is their duty 
to render the Government of Ireland 
impossible. 


(10.30.) Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS 
(Lanarkshire, N.W.): The  circum- 
stances in which this debate has 
aken place render it impossible that 

should detain the House for more 
han a very few minutes. I wish to 
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say, however, that the inability of this 
House to deal at a critical moment 
with such a e question as this, is, in 
my mind, an indication of its inability to 
safeguard the affairs of Ireland. do. 
not wish to say anything whatever about 
the merits or intricacies of this particular 
dispute. Reference has been made by 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone to. 
the fact that I visited this estate and the 
neighbouring estates, but I wish par. 
ticularly to say that I would not presume, 
on account of a short visit of that sort, to 
express any opinion, or to try to impose 
any judgment of mine on the House. At 
the same time, I am free to say that that 
visit, short though it was, greatly in- 
creased my own personal interest in the 
question ; and my own view is that it is 
of far-reaching importance in connection 
with the relations of this country to 
Ireland. I should like to state how the 
matter appears to me, looked at from the 
oo of view of a tenant on the De 

reyne estate; and how it seems to me 
that the action of the Government and 
the attitude of the right hon. Gentleman 
are not fitted to secure the best possible 
results, even in these unhappy circum- 
stances. The tenant on the De Freyne 
estate sees a state of things which 
may well make him think seriously 
for himself and those about him. 
In a very large number of cases the 
tenants look at everything through an 
atmosphere of most grievous and burden- 
some poverty; and I am bound to say 
it was with sincere regret that I heard 
the right hon. Gentleman tonight appear 
to minimise the grievousness and burden- 
someness of that poverty. The right 
hon. Gentleman spoke of the public 
houses in Ballaghadereen, but these 
houses cannot be called public houses in 
the sense in which that word would be 
understood by the House of Commons 
and the British public. They are 
houses where a few bottles of whisky 
are kept which are probably not opened 
from fair day to fair day, and the shop 
is mainly used for the sale of other 
commodities I regretted sincerely to 
hear the right hon. Gentleman appear 
to minimise the burden of the poverty 
in these districts, although I know;he 
does not minimise it in. his own mind. 
These people know that they are paying 
and are compelled to pay, a rent which 
is grossly excessive. ; 
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Mr. MACARTNEY: I ask, Sir, on a 

int of order, whether the economic 
condition of the De Freyne tenants is 
within your ruling; and whether, if the 
hon. Gentleman opposite discusses their 
inability to pay rent, we may be able to 
show specifically what their condition is. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That question would 
not be in order. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, by his observation, has, however, 
somewhat enlarged the scope of the 
debate. eBid hg iy! Ba, 

Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: I will 
endeavour, Sir, not to trespass on 
your indulgence, but these men know 
that they are paying a rent which 
is not only more than the land will 

roduce, but which has to be earned 
by themselves or their sons and 
daughters in this country or in 
America, and which is not really due 
on account of the land. That is as 
harsh and as oppressive a bargain as the 
bargains of money lenders, which this 
House has set aside. The tenant is not 


afree bargainer; his rent is the tribute 
he pays for the right of living where he 


must live; it is not at all analagous to 
rent in this country, and it cannot be 
treated as a private bargain. For my 
own part, I confess I feel curious to 
know upon what facts and data these 
bargains were ratified. I believe they 
have no foundation in economic facts, 
and that when the Land Commissioners 
were sent to fix rents they had to find 
rents, which was as difficult as making 
bricks without straw. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is now discussing the whole question of 
the policy of the Land Acts in Ireland. #3 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: I bow 
to your ruling, Sir. My contention 
is that this is not a mere private 
arrangement, and that the vern- 
ment has certainly added to the 
responsibility which it has in respect of 
the De Freyne estate by the purchase of 
a neighbouring estate. e moral 
foundations of the whole bargain have been 
undermined and destroyed by this action 
of the Government ; and it is not now 
possible to re: the system against 
which the De Freyne tenants have struck 
as a real enduring arrangement. It is all 
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very well to talk about agitators; but 
these tenants are not slow or foolish. 
They think of very little except their 
toad and the possibility of living on it. 
They see a change on the estate on which 
their neighbours live; and they cannot 
be expected to continue to respect the old 
bargain which the State has made for 
them, when one so much better has been 
made for others. It was inevitable that 
they should strike against the old 
a ement when, looking across their 
boundary, they saw their neighbours with 
a reduction of rent, isan improve- 
ments, increased holdings, and above all 
the prospect of ownership, which the 

value more than anything else. In suc 

circumstances dissatisfaction was in- 
evitable. For my part I wish to 
associate myself with what has been said 
psy hon. Member for South Tyrone 
about not desiring to make any sort of 
attack on Lord De Freyne. I think, 
from his own point of view, Lord De 
Freyne is a hardly used man. His rents 
were fixed by the Land Commission, he 
was not responsible for the new situation 
created by the purchase of the Dillon 
estate, and it is for this country and this 
House to deal with that situation for 
which the Government was responsible. 
I would be very slow indeed to blame 
the Government for the purchase of the 
Dillon estate, but I would be more slow 
to wonder that discontent had been 
stirred up by it. I do regret that the 
Government and the right hon. Gentle- 
man appear to have shown so very little 
sense of what the consequences of their 
action must be; and that they had 
been so little prepared to develop the 
situation in the only direction in which 
it admits of possible development. What. 
is the ground on which the Government 
say they cannot intervene? It is that 
they will not act where there is agitation. 
Such expressions are shallow, and are not 
worthy of the right hon. Gentleman. 
Surely agitation is always an element in 
such a situation. To act only in response 
to agitation may be weak and criminally 
weak—we have done it too often in 
Ireland—but to let agitation deter 
or prevent you from action when 
you know there is just ground for 
acting is surely weaker still. The weak- 
ness of yielding may be bad, but the 
weakness of obstinacy is to my 
mind ten times worse. You will not 
effect a remedy where the evils are 
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greatest, but you will try that remedy 
in districts where the evils are less. 
Surely that is not the best way of 
dealing with what isadmitted to bea hard- 
ship. If there is a remedy it ought to be 
applied in the district where it is most 
wanted. One impression of my visit to 
Ireland remains with me very strongly, 
and that is the anxiety and hope with 
which these poor people look forward to 
the action of British Members of this 
House; and it seems to me that that 
attitude imposes a dual responsibility on 
us. For my part I will vote for the 
Motion because I believe that this 
country should deal with the situation 
in the only way it can be dealt with, 
namely, by a great measure of purchase. 


(10.42) Mr. MACARTNEY: I feel in 
some difficulty in rising to speak on this 
Motion, because the ruling you, Sir, gave 
earlier in the evening, precludes me from 
going into the details of the De Freyne 
estate, and from specifically answering 
the assertions and insinuations of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone. If it 
had been [possible for me to do that, I 
should have hoped to have shown that 
almost every one of the hon. Member’s 
statements in relation to this property, 
and to the character of the property, 
and to the condition of the tenants, 
especially the tenants involved in this 
combination and agitation, is grossly 
exaggerated. The hon. Gentleman spoke 
of this property as wretchedly poor 
property. e attempted to lead the 

ouse to believe that no economic rent 
existed upon it, and that the tenants 
were unable to pay any rent whatever. 
The facts of the cases are totally different. 
It is not necessary for me or for anyone 
who knows the property to urge on the 
House that it is a rich property. I 
do not for a moment say that ; but it is 
far different to argue that there is no 
economic rent on it, or that the rents 
which were fixed by the Land Com- 
mission are of such a character as to 
make it impossible for the tenants to 
pay them. It is perfectly well known 
to every one who has any knowledge of 
the De Freyne property, that the tenants 
would not have entered into this com- 
bination were it not that they became 
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the victims of those who find agitation a 
profitable occupation, and are able to 
spend, £50 a month at a hotel in the 
district. Why should the De Freyne 
tenants have entered into combination 
this year or last year? They had 
robably never been better off in their 
ives. e price of produce last year 
was uncommonly high, and the tenants 
were in a better position than they had 
been for ten years, The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone endeavoured to lead 
the House to believe that the average 
rent on the property is 17s. 6d. an 
acre. I am not prepared to say that 
there is no rent of 17s. 6d. per acre, 
but 1 am perfectly safe in saying 
that that sum is certainly three 
times the average rent paid per 
acre. The hon. Member said there was 
no economic rent on the estate, but there 
have been several instances in which 
tenants on the estate have sub-let part of 
their land for the season at an average 
of £4 per acre for crop, and at from £5 
to £6 per acre for meadow. It cannot 
be contended for one moment that tenants 
who, when forced by process of law, were 
able to pay two years’ rent and costs 
amounting to a very large sum, were not 
able originally to pay a single year’s rent. 
Lord De Freyne made an offer to every 
one of the tenants that he was prepared 
to accept one years rent and costs 
which had then been incurred, and which 
amounted to about £6 on the ave 
Why was his offer not accepted ? 0 
raised the costs of these unfortunate 
victims ? Not Lord De Freyne, but the 
solicitor to the combination, who forced 
Lord de Freyne into the superior Couris, 
to enter in every case a full statement of 
claim, and go through every formula 
demanded by the law, and then, after 
that, dese the tenants, made no ap- 
pearance, and left them, in 90 per cent. 
of cases, with costs of £45. I should have 
been glad to have heard more specific 
allegations made in support of this Motion 
by the hon. Member opposite. The hon. 
Member for North West Lanark has been 
shown over the estate by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, who is not yet a paid 
organiser of the United Irish League, and 
the hon. Member has come back imagining 
that a short visit, such as he has paid to the 
estate, enables him to set up as a judge 
as to the case of the tenants. 
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Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: I do not 
retend to any such right. As the right 
vba Gentleman has referred to the matter, 
I may say that I was glad to be accompanied 
over the estate by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone, but I also availed 
myself of the very great courtesy of 
Lord De Freyne’s agent, who gave me 
his views of the matter in the friendliest 
way possible. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Then I am at a 
loss to understand the object of the hon. 
Gentleman’s speech if he has not come to 
a conclusion as to the economic value of 
the property. It requires a far larger 
acquaintance with the capacity of Irish or 
any other soil to judge of its merits than 
«an be obtained in a visit of a few hours. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone has 
stated tonight that the Government have 
departed in the case of the De Freyne 
estate from the course of action which 
has invariably been pursued by previous 
administrations in cases of difficulty 
between landlord and tenant, and he has 

uoted the case of the Vandeleur estate. 

believe what he says about that estate 
iis correct, but he has certainly no founda- 
tion for saying that it was so in relation 
to the Olphert property, or the Dillon 
estate, or any of the other large estates 
in Ireland upon which considerable dis- 
turbances have taken place in the past. I 
¢annot conceive in a case like this, with 
the knowledge possessed by the Govern- 
ment in common with everybody else in 
Ireland of the relations between Lord De 
Freyne and his tenantry, under any 
possible view of the circumstances, any 
excuse whatever for the Government to 
intervene on behalf of a body of men who 
had, in my opinion, very unwisely and 
unfortunately allowed themselves to 
become the victims of what will turn out 
to be one of the most disastrous combina- 
tions, so far as they are concerned, that 
has ever taken place in Ireland. From 
such knowl as I possess of the facts, 
I believe that Lord De Freyne will have 
nothing to fear from the fullest public 
investigation into the condition of every- 
one of his tenants, and the circumstances 
which have led to this dispute, and I am 
sure there is nothing that he and those 
associated with him would desire more 
than an opportunity of- having the whole 
odeaeateier and freely discussed in the 


House of Commons. It would be out of 
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order for me to go further into detail on 
the present occasion, but if the matter 
comes up again, I and others will be 
lad to assist the House in coming to a 
just conclusion with regard to what I, in 
common with everybody else who is 
interested in the condition of Irish tenants 
and the prosperity of the country, no 
matter how we differ as to the merits, 
must agree to be a most unfortunate state 
of affairs. 


10.54.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND 
(Waterford): The speech we have just 
heard from the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite is of no importance, and I do not 
therefore intend to trouble the House or 
myself by replying to it. I desire to 

dress sxyeatl? for a few moments to the 
speech which was made by the Chief 
Secretary which, of course, is of impor- 
tance inasmuch as he is the man respon- 
sible with full power for the Government 
of Ireland and for the maintenance of 
justice and law and order in that country. 
I remember when the right hon. Gentle- 
man was appointed to the office he now 
holds, there were many people in Ireland 
who looked with hope to his future 
connection with the Government of that 
country. There were men who thought 
that they saw in his personal qualities, 
and also in his family connections, some 
reason to hope that his government of 
Ireland would be animated by sympathy 
for the people, and by large-minded ideas. 
I confess I was not one of those persons, 
and I think that nothing that has happened 
since the right hon. Gentleman went to 
Ireland will so completely dispel any idea 
of that kind as the speech to which we 
have just listened tonight. I have sat in 
this House for many years, and I have 
heard Chief Secretaries of various English 
Governments defending their system of 
rule in my country, but I confess I do 
not think I ever heard from any man in 
that position so trivial, so paltry, so 
flippant a speech as that to which we have 
listened tonight. Letme for a momentstate 
to the House theposition. Apartaltogether 
from the question as to who is responsible 
—and I will deal with that in a moment 
—for the trouble on the De Freyne 
estate, at any rate here is the fact, that 
upon that estate there is a state of things 
at this moment which affects the ver 
life of thousands of ‘poor people, whic 
menaces the, public peace, and which 
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—_ to engage the serious attention 
and anxiety of the man responsible for 
the government of that country. And 
yet we are told, in the first sentence 
almost, of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech, that soups ® telegraphed to 
Ireland—it not ing a matter 
apparently from day to day under 
his personal observation, not being 
sufficiently important — having _ tele- 
graphed to Ireland he has received the 
answer that nothing of interest—these 
were his words—had taken place on that 
estate within the last few days. When 
the House listened to that statement, 
did they know that within the last few 
days writs of possession have been put 
into the hands of the sheriff, which can 
be executed at any moment, the effect 
of the execution of which will be to 
drive from their homes a large number 
of tenants on this estate, and precipitate 
thereby immediately a state of things 
which will directly menace the public 
peace, and will entail untold misery and 
suffering upon men, women, and 
children in that district? Then the 


right hon. Gentleman tells the House of 


Commons that nothing of interest has 
taken place within the last few days! 
What advice hadthe right hon. Gentle- 
man to give to ease the situation in this 
part of Ireland? Does he counsel 
moderation on the part of the landlords ? 
Does he advise that measures of com- 
promise should be put in operation? 
No. His only advice, addressing the 
tenants is, Let them pay up! A more 
flippant and unsympathetic speech with 
reference to a grave situation was never 
made by any man in this House re- 
sponsible for the peace of Ireland. Who 
are these tenants that the right hon. 
Gentleman so flippantly says are to pay 
up? It is ridiculous for any man in this 
House to say that the De Freyne estate 
is anything else but one of the most 
poverty-stricken estates in Ireland or in 
the world. Every man who knows any- 
thing about the west of Ireland or the 
history of the land movement in that 
country, knows that the De Freyne estate 
is the home of thousands of wretched 
serfs, living upon little patches of cut- 
away bog, paying for those patches a 
rent that they are absolutely unable to 
wring from the soil. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite spoke of some tenants who 
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were paying large rents and living upon 
good land. Yes, the De Freyne estate. 
is just like what the Dillon Estate was. 
It is composed of thousands of wretchedly 
poor serfs whocannot live upon the land, 
huddled together, upon the bog; but, at 
the same time, within eyesight of these 
people who are starving on the bog, 
there are large tracts of rich land from 
which their fathers have been driven, 
and which are congregated in the hands 
of a few individuals. The De Freyne 
estate is populated by people who 
cannot, and do not, earn their living from 
the land. How do they earn that living ? 
Go in harvest time to the De Freyne 
estate, and the thing that will strike 
you first will be the utter absence of 
the able-bodied male population. You 
will find old and decrepit men and 
women, young women and children, but 
the young men will be absent. What 
are they doing? They are migratory 
labourers, working in the harvests of 
England and Scotland, and earning a 
few pounds to enable them to pay the 
rent for this land. These are the people 
to whom, in their distress, the Chief 
Secretary has no more sympathetic advice 
than that they should pay up—and pay up 
not only the rent, but the costs of £30 
or £40 each, which have been incurred. 
Somebody asked who was responsible 
for those costs. I want to know who 
was responsible for bringing the wretched 
cottars off the bogs, whose rents amount 
to a very small sum, and dragging them 
into the Superior Courts in Dublin, 
where the costs were necessarily four or 
five or perhaps ten times greater than 
they would have been if they had been 
proceeded against in the ordinary courts. 
The Chief Secretary has spoken of Lord 
De Freyne as a landlord. He has told 
us that Lord De Freyne was not one of 
the exterminating landlords, and why ? 
What proof has he of that? Because, 
he says, Lord De Freyne or his ancestors 
have rather encouraged the multiplica- 
tion of tenants on his estate. Yes, he 
has encouraged the multiplication ’ of 
tenants on the wretched and inhospitable: 
bogs, but he has not encouraged the 
increase of the population on the rich 
pasture lands of the estate. As}I have 
said, the people have been driven off 
these pasture lands and congregated in 
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congested districts upon the poor cut- 
away bog where they are found today. 
I know very little about Lord De 
Freyne. Years ago I used to know him 
as a lad, but I know very little about his 
personal action on the estate. It is no 
part of my duty to make any attack 
upon Lord De Freyne tonight. My 
attack, if it can be so called, is not 
upon him, but upon the Government, 
and the right hon. Gentleman re- 
sponsible for the Government. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that these 
men should pay up. I say that a large 
portion of them cannot pay, and that if 
there had never been any political en- 
couragement at all given to the com- 
bination on the estate, large numbers 
of the tenants could not have paid the 
rent, and that as a matter of fact there 
have been thousands and thousands of 
pounds of arrears on that estate hanging 
around the necks of these unfortunate 
tenants for many years past. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that he has no 
power to interfere. He goes further 
and says that even if he had the power 
he would not interfere. He asserts that 
this is not a voluntary combination on 
the part of the tenants, and he has 
quoted again a speech, andI think a 
letter of the hon. Member for Cork City 
on this subject. This is the second time 
in the absence of my hon. friend that he 
has made this accusation. Now I 
seriously accuse the right hon. Gentle- 
man of unfair dealing, unfair argument, 
and unfair debate in this matter. He 
made this accusation. against my hon. 
friend in the debate on the Address last 
January, and my hon. friend who was 
then, as now, to a large extent in- 
capacitated from Parliamentary work by 
illness and was absent from the House, 
the moment he read the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech, replied to it in a 
letter, giving his answer to the accusa- 
tion ; and I say that for the right hon. 
Gentleman to repeat the accusation here 
tonight, and to carefully refrain from 
alluding by one word to the letter sent 
in answer, is not fair debating or fair 
treatment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Is it alleged by 
the hon. and learned Member that I put 
words to the credit of the hon. Member 
for Cork that that hon. Member said he 
did not use ? 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
understand that interruption. I give 
the right hon. Gentleman credit for 
acute intelligence, and for having per- 
fectly understood the charge I made 
against him. I say he made an accusa- 
tion against my hon. friend last January 
in his absence. My hon. friend wrote a 
public letter in answer to him. Tonight 
he repeats the accusation, without allud- 
ing in one word to the answer from my 
hon. friend, and he does this again in 
his absence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not an accusa- 
tion to quote un hon. Member’s words. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is an 
accusation. As a matter of fact, the 
right hon. Gentleman tonight did not 
quote the words. I do not know what 
this kind of interruption means. The 


right hon. Gentleman did not quote my 
hon. friend’s words at all tonight. He 
stated that he was responsible for having 
deliberately started this De Freyne 
combination, That was the accusation 
made last January, and the accusation 
replied to in a public letter, and, ignoring 


the public letter, the right hon. Gentle- 
man reproduces the accusation a second 
time, in the absence of my hon. friend, 
and notwithstanding this irrelevant in- 
terruption I again state that the right 
hon. Gentleman has not indulged in fair 
debate or fair conduct. Just one word 
with regard to this combination. I make 
the accusation against the Government 
that they are directly responsible for what 
has happened upon the De Freyne estate. 
There is an important authority for 
that. I will quote one of their own 
judges. Here is a statement made on 
17th January last in Boyle, by County 
Court Judge O’Connor Morris. He 
says :— 

‘*There is a large and formidable combina- 
tion in the County Roscommon. I allude to 
the combination of tenants on the De Freyne 
and saa sn. estates not to pay their rents to 
the landlords. I say, without hesitation or 
fear, that they have a great and legitimate 
grievance. The tenants live close to the Dillon 
estate, and they see the tenants on the Dillon 
estate, without a particle of right, have re- 
ceived reductions that the De Freyne tenants 
have not received. One class is a favoured 
class, the other is not. The one class is the 
fat sheep and the other the lean goat, with the 
result that the tenants on the De Freyne and 
Murphy Estates are discontented, and naturally 
discontented.” : } 
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It is difficult to impress the facts of any 
Irish case upon the House of Commons. 
The Congested Districts Board pur- 
chased the Dillon Estate, parcelled out 
the large grazing lands of the estate into 
allotments, and enlarged the holdings of 
the poor tenants, and transformed this 
whole estate from one of disaffection and 
trouble into a little earthly paradise, where 
the tenants are porters 4 and content. 
Because the tenants on the De Freyne 
estate respectfully put forward the plea 
that their circumstances were similar to 
those of the tenants on the Dillon Estate 
and ought to be treated in the same way— 
because they did that the Government 
came down to this House and declared 
that the Congested Districts Board, not 
only would not deal with the case now 
but would put their case at the very 
bottom of the list. In my opinion, that 
statement on the part of the Davee 
explains and justifies the action of these 
tenants. I say that it is a monstrous 
thing that because a particular district, 
which from its peculiar circumstances is 
the most impoverished, because an estate 
ought to be dealt with sooner than any 
other, and because there is a movement 
amongst the tenants to obtain a settle 
ment, that therefore the Government 
are to come down and say that that 
estate must be put at the bottom of the 
list. I charge the Government by this 
declaration with being directly re- 
sponsible for the combination of the 
tenants upon the De Freyne Estate. But 
it is not merely that. The right hon. 
Gentlemen’s whole attitude on the. land 
question in Ireland ever since he went 
there has been of such a character as, in 
my Opinion, to justify a combination of 
the tenants, not merely on the De Freyne 
Estate but generally imonsheut Treland. 
The Chief Secretary has asked why 
agitation has been concentrated on the 
De Freyne Estate. I do not know. I 
want to see agitation not concentrated 
on one estate only, but spread all through 
the country, and then we shall see what 
sort of a Land Bill the right hon. Gentle- 
man will introduce, when next year or 
the year after he comes down to the House 
with a serious state of things behind him 
to propose some settlement of this ques- 
tion. I know of no reason why a move- 
ment of this kind should be concen- 
trated-upon one estate. The right hon. 
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Gentleman claims for the landlords the. 
right of combination. Why should they 
not combine? I do not complain of it.. 
The hon. Gentleman who spoke before 
me alluded to the fact that Lord De- 
Freyne is not standing alone, and that he- 
has at his back a combination, or what 
under other circumstances would he: 
called by; the Attorney General for 
Ireland a criminal conspiracy on the- 
part of the Irish landlords. If the ten- 
ants have made Lord De Freyne’s case a 
test case, then the landlords are also going- 
to make it a test case, and they are go- 
ing to fight this matter out. I do not 
complain of that. They have a right to 
combine, and let them combine. But 
what I do claim from the Government is. 
that the same measure of fair play should. 
be meted out to the landlord combination: 
as to the tenants’ combination. The 
landlord combination has the blessing of. 
the Chief Secretary standing at that box ;. 
it has his encouragement and good will 
and praises and his soft words. But 
what has the tenants’ combination got? 
Why, imprisonment and persecution and. 
harassments of every sort and _ kind. 
Every attempt on the part of the 
tenants to exercise the right of free 
speech is attacked and defeated by 
brute force by the Government. Every 
man connected with the combination 
of the tenants who has more influence 
than his fellows is arrested upon mere 
trumpery charges— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This general indict- 
ment of the policy of the Government. 
in Ireland is out of order on this Motion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will try 
to confine myself within proper limits. 
[An Hon. Memper: Oh, oh!] That is 
evidently beyond the power of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. The Chief Secre- 
tary spoke of a landlords’ combination, 
cal he alluded to it as a reasonable 
and just thing, although he did not 
approve of it. I do not object to 4 
landlords’ combination, but I claim the 


same right for the tenants, and I claim 


that both should receive from the 
Executive and the law the same 
measure of fairZplay. I am not now 
speaking of Ireland generally, but of 
the emg matter brought forward 
this 


by Motion. Here you have a 
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tenants’ combination on the De Freyne 
estate, and you have a landlords’ com- 
bination. The latter receives from the 
Government praises and soft words, but 
the tenants’ combination receives the 
full force of the Coercion Act at the 
disposal of the Government. Beyond 
that I do not want to go. I say to 
the right hon. Gentleman that it is 
in his power to inflict great injury and 
great suffering upon the Irish people. 
He has the power to do that, and it 
looks very much like as if he had made 
up his mind to exercise that power. 
But even if he had that power ten 
times over, he will find when he has 
done with Ireland that his power has 
not been effectual for crushing out of 
existence the combination of the tenants. 
And if the Chief Secretary pursues his 
present course, his name will go down, 
as other Chief Secretaries have done 
in the past, associated with disorder 
and misery and disaster in Ireland, 
followed under happier times after him 
by the redress of this very grievance 
which he scoffs at tonight. 


(11.20.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Antrim attempted to make fun 
of the hon. Member for North - West 
Lanark for posing as an authority upon 
this question on account of a few days’ 
visit to this part of Ireland. But the 
hon. Member for North-West Lanark did 
nothing of the kind. He did not know 
whether his right hon. friend had visited 
the De Freyne estate. 


‘Mr. MACARTNEY: Yes, I have. 


Mr. EMMOTT said that those who had 
visited this estate had formed a very 
different opinion to that which was ex- 
pressed by the right hon. Gentleman. 
Speaking as one of the British Members 
who accompanied the hon. Member for 
South Tyroneon his visit to the De Freyne 
estate, he thought if more British Members 
of the House of Commons would visit Ire- 
land, and try and learn the facts for 
themselves, there would be a much 
better chance of Ireland receiving better 
treatment at their hands, and of this 
difficult problem being dealt with in a 
wider and a wiser manner. 
him most remarkable that a Motion of 
this kind should have been moved b 
hon. his friend the Member for Sout 
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Tyrone. He remembered that years ago: 
the hon. Member was the politician who 
was most dreaded by the Liberal Party as a 
platform speaker on behalf of Unionism. 
And now, by the force of circumstances,. 
he had been driven to move a Motion so 
remarkable as the one which he had pro- 
posed upon this subject. He was not 
going to attack Lord De Freyne, whose 
rents had been fixed by a tribunal set up: 
under the laws of this country, and he 
had a perfect right to expect to receive 
those rents. But when they came to 
look at the facts of the case, after visit- 
ing that estate as he had done recently, it 
was impossible to do so without being 
struck by the poor character of the land, 
and by the comparatively high rent. 
which was being paid on that estate. 
The only way by which the rent was. 
being paid was through the money 
which was being earned in England and 
Scotland by the tenants, and by liberal 
contributions sent over by members of 
their families who had gone to the 
United States of America. An éstate 
like that ought to be dealt with 
by the Congested Districts Board. 
This Board appeared to have made up 
its mind not to take any action in the 
direction of purchase on an estate where- 
an agitation was going on. Any one 
who knew the condition of the De 
Freyne tenants must wonder how it was: 
possible that an agitation should not go 
on when two adjoining estates were 
treated in such a different way. It was: 
plain that the present condition of affairs. 
was intolerable. Either the Dillon estate 
should never have been purchased, or 
else the Government were bound to go 
further in this matter. The one seuily 
for all this was purchase. They must 
extend in Ireland the system of purchase, 
and he did not think they would ever settle 
this question without adopting the system 
of compulsory purchase all over Ireland. 
The Chief Secretary had stated that the 
landlords could not afford to take the 
price offered by the tenants, and that 
was the crux of the whole question. 
He thought that was a question which 
it was worth while to solve, and if 
they could solve it, they would have 
ne further than they had ever been 
able to do before towards making Ire- 
land a loyal and peaceful part of the 


British Empire. 
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*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I 
wise under a pont sense of respon- 
sibility because 1 can honestly say that 
I have had greater experience than 
any other hon. Member in this House 
of the condition of Ireland, both as 
‘regards the landlords and the tenants. 
During a very long life I have mixed 
with both classes in Ireland, and the 
conclusion at which I have arrived is 
that Ireland today is no further ad- 
vanced and no more prosperous than 
she was some fifty or sixty years ago. 
I admit that there is in parts of Ireland, 
among some of the tenants, more 
material prosperity than there was, but, 
taking the country as a whole, com- 
mercially, educationally, and from every 
point of view on which the prosperity 
of a country can be gauged, 1 say 
deliberately that Ireland is behind the 
rest of Europe in the march of civilisa- 
tion. What is the reason of this? The 
root of it all is the land system, and I 
am very glad that the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone has given this House 
an opportunity of learning what is the 
real condition of that country. I am 
mot a member of the Party led by the 
eloquent Member for Waterford, and I 
am not attached to the Party of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone: neither 
am I in sympathy with the views of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Antrim. Upon this question 
I stand alone in this House, and my 
only object is to induce hon. Members 
to see exactly what the condition of 
Ireland is without any exaggeration, and 
without any leaning on one side or the 
other. I have a great deal of sympathy 
for the landlords of Ireland, for they 
are now paying off the debts of their 
ancestors which have accrued in con- 
‘sequence of centuries of mismanagement 
and misgovernment. I do not pass the 
slightest reflection upon Lord De Freyne 
or any other landlord. Nevertheless, 
_I do say that it is a great responsibility 
for any landlord in his position to come 
forward and evict the people of a whole 
country side, and, to Pl Tis this end, to 
resort to the most expensive and cum- 
brous machinery within his reach. 
Every one of those cases which have 
been brought into the superior court 
might have been settled on a much 
cheaper scale. The Chief Secretary 


Mr. Emmott. 
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himself ought to have some hereditary 
sympathy with the wrongs of that most 
interesting but most pathetic country, 
Has anyone any doubt that Lord De 
Freyne would never have resorted to 
bringing actions against all his tenants 
if he had not known that he had at 
his back the encouragement of Dublin 
Castle and the authorities there? I have 
no doubt that Lord De Freyne would 
never have resorted to this procedure 
if he had not known that he was backed 
up by a syndicate of powerful landlords, 
~ Nee incomes did not depend upon 
rents from impoverished estates in 
Ireland. The present Government con- 
sisted practically of the same Ministers 
who supported the system of voluntary 
purchase in Ireland. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman is now entering 
into the past history of the Land Act 
in Ireland. 


Mr. HEMPHILL: I had no intention 
of doing so, but I was endeavouring to 
point out that, if the Dillon estate had 
not been sold to the Congested Districts 
Board, this state of things would never 
have arisen. The purchase by the Con- 
gested Districts tale of the Dillon 
estate had rendered it impossible for the 
De Freyne tenants to take any other 
course than that which they have taken. 
It was not in human nature for tenants 
oceupying land of the same quality in 
the same district, some of whom were 
paying 6s. 8d. per acre, and the other 
£1 per acre, to remain quiescent. This 
is where the Government are to blame. 
Having gone so far the Government 
should have resorted to all the powers 
which the law conferred upon them to 
purchase under the same authority, and 
the same conditions, the De Freyne 
estate, just as they had done in the case 
of the Dillon estate. That is where the 
right hon. Gentleman failed to defend 
himself. The House may not be aware, 
but it is a matter of great importance, 
that the very evils which are now illus- 
trated on the Dillon and De Freyne 
estates existed in England centuries ago. 
There are on the Statute Book, statutes 
prohibiting in England the conversion 
of arable land into pasture. Anyone 
who is familiar with the history of the 
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statute law in the time of the Tudors, 
will know that I am stating facts, and 
that the foundation of the prosperity of 
England, and its freedom from agrarian 
agitation, dates from the period when 
the legislature interposed to prevent 
large grass farms being accumulated 
in the hand of individuals, and tillage 
farms being converted into extensive 
pastures. I congratulate the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone for having given 
the House an opportunity for this dis- 
cussion, and I hope the Chief Secretary 
will exercise his influence with the 
Government to try to bring about that, 
which I do not hesitate to proclaim, is, 
in my Opinion, the only chance of 
redeeming Ireland from its condition 
of disloyalty, discontent and poverty, 
namely, the compulsory purchase of 
land which will convert the present 
occupiers of the land into virtual owners 
in fee. 


(11.38.) Mr. MACVEAGH (Down 
Co., S.) said the hon. Member for South 
Antrim had twitted the hon. Member 
for North West Lanark with having an 
imperfect knowledge of the question. 
The House would be surprised to know 
that the hon. Member for North West 
Lanark had spent more time in one 
month in Roscommon than the right 
hon. Gentleman had done in his whole 
life. The right hon. Gentleman said the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone was not 
a paid organiser of the United Irish 
League. Possibly the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, who was quite able to 
take care of himself, did not think it 
necessary to offer serious attention to a 
sneer of that kind coming from the 
active and paid organiser of the Admir- 
alty and the unpaid organiser of the 
Landlords’ Union. If the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Antrim 
thought he had the sympathy of his own 
constituency in the course he was pur- 
suing let him resign his seat simultan- 
éously with the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone resigning his. When they went 


back to Ireland for re-election it would | 
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be seen who had the confidence of the- 
constituencies. In regard to the migra- 
tory labourers who came to England 
every year fromthe De Freyne estate he 
regretted that he could not give the 
exact number, but he knew it was about 
80 per cent. The right hon. Gentleman 
was a director of the London and North- 
Western Railway Company, and he should 
have no difficulty in ascertaining the 
number of men who came over to 
England. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said he knew that, 
in connection with Roscommon and this 
estate, the number of migratory labourers 
was about 40 per 1,000. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 


dispute as to the number of labourers 
who cometo England has nothing to’do 
with the question before the House. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said he would not 
pursue the subject, but he might be 
permitted to say that the Statement 
which the right hon. Gentleman 
had just made was inaccurate. He was 
surprised to hear the eulogium which the 
Chief Secretary passed on Bishop Clancy. 
In 1886 and 1892, hon. Gentlemen: 
who were now supporting the Chief 
Secretary held up the Irish bishops as 
vile and wicked slave-drivers and masters 
of the Irish people. When a bishop 
made an attack upon the National Organi- 
sation he was held up before the Irish 
people as a sort of patron saint, and he 
received premature canonisation. A few 
days ago he put a Question to the Chief 
Secretary with reference to a prosecution 
in Ireland, arising out of an Orange dis- 
turbance, and the right hon. Gentleman 
declined to make a statement upon it, 
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because the case was still sub. judice. 
‘There was another case in which six 
Members of Parliament were charged 
‘with criminal conspiracy, and, although 
the case was still swb judice, the Chief 
Secretary got up and said that those 
men were engaged in organising resist- 
ance. He ventured to say that the 
conduct of the Chief Secretary in pre- 
judging a case in which the Government 
themselves were a party was an abuse of 
‘the privileges of this House and an abuse 
-of the position he occupied. The agitation 
on the De Freyne estate had not been 
‘manufactured. It was started by the 
people themselves, and was being con- 
‘ducted by a local committee, and the only 
connection which the National organisa- 
tion had with the movement was that 
they sent a responsible man down to the 
spot, to prevent the movement being 
directed into channels which the Govern- 
ment and the landlords were longing for, 
and to save the people from seeking the 
wild justice of revenge. This social 
‘revolution was bloodless and crimeless. 
That was the proudest boast of the 
National Organisation, and that was the 
greatest obstacle which faced the land- 
lords and the Government today. It 
had been alleged by the Chief Secre- 
tary that the Government had no re- 
sponsibility for the convictions which 
were about to take place. They had 
already been informed by the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh that 
ithe landlords had formed a combination 
for the purpose of crushing the tenants. 
The tenants had formed a combination 
for the purpose of securing fair terms 
from the landlords. What was the differ- 
ence in the treatment of the two com- 
binations? The combination of the 
landlords was not only winked at but 
encouraged by the Chief Secretary. 
Mr. MacVeagh. 


{COMMONS} 
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When the tenants combined against the 
landlords the Chief Secretary set up his 
Coercion Courts and put in prison the 
most respected local leaders. If the Goy- 
ernment would cease to be rent collec- 
tors and allow the landlords to seek the 
same redress which other creditors had to 
seek they would have no responsibility for 
what the landlords were now doing. The 
Government had invoked all the force 
of the Coercion Act and were hastening 
to the help of men whose “very names,” 
as the London Times once said, “ stink in 
the nostrils of Christendom.” He had 
no hope at all that this House would 
lend a sympathetic ear to anything that 
could be said from the Irish Benches on 
the subject tonight. He had no doubt 
the mechanical majority would follow the 
Government now as on previous occasions. 
They heard last night a great deal about 
Christian charity. He would like hon. 
Members opposite to exercise some of 
that Christian charity when they voted 
for the cruel evictions that were now to 
take place. There was practical un- 
animity on this question in Ireland. 
The demand now being made from these 
Benches would be recognised in the 
House, probably like other concessions 
given to Ireland, when it was too late, 
and when the concession would be robbed 
of all its grace. Recently the Govern- 
ment had made peace in South Africa. 
It might have been a wise thing in this 
Coronation year to make peace with the 
people of Ireland. Instead of that they 
were continuing the policeman’s baton 
and the plank bed as the emblems of 
British rule in Ireland. 


(11.53.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 132 ; Noes, 


231. (Division List No. 262.) 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M‘T 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson,SirWm. Edward M, 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George: 
Welby,Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
Whiteley,H. (Asht’n und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


DAY IN AL, See (IRELAND) 


Read a second time, and committed | 
for tomorrow. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
| —— report progress ; to sit again 
hee me . upon Friday. 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- | "P° 4 Aeansiih ih tae: silentian elke 


Twelve o’clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [x.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment, and committed to 
$a Committee of the whole House to- 
> morrow. 


: 
8 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.1.}. 


* Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments, and committed to a 


= morrow. 





NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


x Report from the Select Committee, 


Q 
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| 


$ Committee of the whole House to-| 


Business. 
FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL. 


Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION (No. 2) BILL (u.t.] 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House To- 
morrow. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 6th of 
June and Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


YORK CORPORATION BILL. 


CULWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


: That the Committee had not proceeded| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


> with the consideration of the Bill, the | 


: 


drawn; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: 
June and Friday last discharged ; 


Bill committed. 


and 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


The King’s consent signified ; 
Bill reported, with Amendments. 


and 


An Asterisk (*) at the com 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL, 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL, 


NORWICH CORPORATION (ELEC- 
TRICITY, ETC.) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL.- 
WAYS) BILL, 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 
VOL. CX. [FourTH SrEnirs.] 


opposition thereto having been with-| LOCAL 


The orders made on the 10th of | 





ORDERS (No. 2) BILL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


METROPOLITAN Os sppevomaal RAILWAY 
ILL. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Monckton (Viscownt 
Galway) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Earl of 
Powis ; read, and agreed to. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BOARD 
BILL. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 1.) BILL. 


LONDON AND INDIAN DOCKS 
(VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 


FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUB- 
WAYS AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. 


2A 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 
Report from the Committeeof Selection, 

That the following Lords be proposed 

to the House to form the Select Com- 

mittee for the consideration of the said 

Bill (viz.), 

E. Dartmouth, 

E. Westmeath, 

E. Lytton. 

L. Ribblesdale (chairman), 
L. Hatherton ; 

agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly: The Committee to meet 
on Thursday neat at Eleven o'clock; 
and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


cKRAREIROROUeS 4 : ‘IMPROVEMENT 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 2.) BILL, 
LOCAL7GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 3.) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 4.) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 3.) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 5.) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 8.) BILL, 


LOCAL [GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 9.) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 11.) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL, 


{LORDS} 


Reports, dc. 644 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 
Read 3*, (according to order,) and 


passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend. 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived; 
and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 

order): Amendments made: Standing 

Committee negatived: The Report of 

Amendments to be received tomorrow. 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATI 
BILL [u.1.]. 

Read 3* (according to order), and passed 
and sent to the Commons. 


ROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


I. Annual Series— 
No. 2834. France (French Indo- 
China). 
No. 2835. Turkey (Bussorah). 
No. 2836. Turkey (Beirut and 
Coast of Syria). 
No. 2837. United States (Hawaii) 
No. 2838. Italy (Sardinia). 
No. 2839. China (Swatow). 
No. 2840. China (Wuchow) 
II. Miscellaneous Series— 
No. 577. Agricultural prospects of 
the plateaux of the Uganda 
Railway. 


TRADE. 

Index to Reports of His Majesty’s 
Diplomatic and Consular Representa- 
tives Abroad on Trade and Subjects of 
General Interest (with appendix). 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 








questi 
Chair 
there: 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION ACT 1899. 


Draft Order in Council modifying 
certain regulations contained in the 
schedule pertaining to the Order in 
Council of 6th March, 1902. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS 
FOUNDATION. 

Statement of the estimated income 
and expenditure of Greenwich Hospital 
and of Travers Foundation, for the 
year 1902-1903. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 


Twenty-seventh Annual Report of 
the Public Works Loan Board, 1901- 
1902 ; with appendices. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (BUTTER- 
MAKING, ETC.). 

Order, dated 27th June, 1902, made 
by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department under Section 49 of 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
with regard to the overtime employ- 
ment of women in the making and 
mixing of butter and the making of 
cheese ; and revoking the order made 
on 18th August, 1893, under Section 
56 of the Act of 1878. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [u.t.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said 
Amendments to be printed, and to be 
considered on Tuesday next. (No. 134.) 


THE WAR FUNDS COMMITTEE— 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, before we proceed to the business 
of the day I hope your Lordships will 
allow me to make a personal explanation 
with reference to the question which was 
on the Paper on Tuesday last in the name 
of the Earl of Dartmouth, as to the action 
to be taken by the Government on the 
Report of the Committee on War Funds. 
The question was addressed to me, and I 
very much regret that when it was asked 
I was not in my place to answer it. The 
question was put to me personally as 
Chairman of the Joint Committee, and 
therefore notice of it was conveyed to me 
“only eaay the Notice Paper of your 
Lordships’ House. I quite admit that it 
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is the duty of every Member of this House 
to look at the Notice Paper, and that that 
obligation rests upon a Minister to a 
Me greater extent than upon an 
ordinary Member. Indeed, it is m 
practice to do so; but, being pressed wit 
other business on Tuesday, I omitted to 
open the Paper, and was therefore ignorant 
of the fact that the question was to be 
put. I therefore plead guilty to the 
well-deserved criticisms which the noble 
Earl the Leader of the Opposition made 
as to my absence, and I desire to express 
my very great regret at any inconvenience 
which may di, caused by my inad- 
vertence. As the question is not on the 
Paper today, and as I understand that 
Lord Dartmouth will repeat it next week, 
I will defer my answer. 


EarL SPENCER: I felt obliged to 
make some remarks on Tuesday with 
regard to the question not having received 
an answer, but I cordially acknowledge 
the courtesy of the noble Lord and accept 
his explanation. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2* 
—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


*Lorp WELBY: My Lords, as this 
Bill contains an important principle, I 
think it = not to be allowed to pass 


its Second Reading sub silentio. In the 
first place, I am glad to find that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has revived 
the Sinking Fund. For many years past 
the State has made a fair but not over 
liberal provision for the reduction of the 
Debt. That, of course, was suspendeddur- 
ing the war in South Africa, but the effect 
of the war has been to add largely to the 
dead weight of the Debt. We ought, 
in consequence, to increase rather than 
reduce that provision, and it would have 
been a greivous departure from sound 
finance if the Sinking Fund set aside for 
the purpose of reducing the Debt had 
any longer been appropriated to ordinary 
expenditure. I should like, in order to 
show the importance of maintaining the 
Sinking Fund, to refer to the effect of 
that Fund of late years. It will be 
renembered that the country emerged 
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from the great war of the last century 
with a National Debt of £900,000,000. 
At the breaking out of the Crimean War 
that had been reduced to £800,000,000, 
but during the course of that war a 
large increase was made to the National 
Debt. ‘The Sinking Fund, as it was then 
constituted, was not suspended, and the 
result was that although £40,000,000 or 
more was borrowed for the purpose of 
the war the Debt at the end of the war 
only showed an increase of £31,000,000. 
For twelve years from that time the 
country was engaged in paying off the 
Debt which had been incurred during the 
Crimean War, and in 1866 the Debt 
stood nearly, if not exactly, at the point 
at which it stood in 1854 before the 
breaking out of the war. Considerable 
progress was subsequently made in the 
reduction of the Debt, and between 1866 
and 1899 no less than £164,000,000 was 
paid off. I mention this with more 
confidence in the presence of noble Lords 
opposite as the arrangement which 
enabled that Sinking Fund to be so 
effective was made by my venerated 
chief, Sir Stafford Northcote. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer calculates 
the increase in the National Debt as 
the result of the South African War at 
£159,000,000, and therefore the pro- 
vision made by Parliament for reducing 
the Debt between the years 1866 and 
1899 rather more than covered the 
increase which has now been occasioned 
by the war in South Africa. If our 
fathers had not made this sacrifice for 
us, we should be paying now some 
£5,000,000 more as interest on debt, 
and that sum would have been added 
to our enormous Peace Budget. But 
that is not all. There can be no doubt 
whatever that the effect of this reduction 
in the Debt was to improve very greatly 
the price of Consols, and I venture 
to think that without it my noble 
friend opposite would have had great 
difficulty in carrying out as effect- 
ively as he did that great measure 
of conversion with which his name 
will always be connected. I think 
the facts which I have placed 
before your aa are such as to 
impress upon the House the extreme 
desirability of maintaining to the best 
of our power a liberal provision for the 
reduction of the Debt. 


Lord Welby. 
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The interest of this Bill, however, 
centres in the scheme of taxation which 
it contemplates; and here again I am 
glad—if one can ever apply the word 
glad to increase of taxation—that the 

hancellor of the Exchequer has added 
another penny to the income tax. The 
income tax is the tax of the well-to-do, 
and it is an instructive object lesson 
in finance to note how in times of 
emergency different generations and 
different Parliaments have treated that 
tax. For that purpose, I would ask 
your Lordships to compare the treat- 
ment of the income tax in 1854 with its 
treatment in 1900. In 1854 the wealth 
of the income tax payer was relatively 
very much less than it is at present, and 
at the same time the tax bore hardly on 
the lower class of income tax payers. 
Every income of £100 and upwards was in 
1854 subject to the tax, an allowance 
only being made in respect of incomes 
betweén £100 and £150 a year. A man 
with £150 a year, therefore, paid at the 
same rate as a man with £100,000 a 
year.; but in 1900 all incomes below 
£160 a year were exempt, and incomes 
up to £700 a year received an allowance. 
Thus, the tax in 1900 was much more 
equitably graduated than in 1854. When 
the Crimean War broke out the normal 
peace income tax had been 7d. in the pound 
that was the figure at which it had stood 
ever since Sir Robert Peel introduced 
the tax. Mr. Gladstone, who was 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
breaking out of the war, immediately 
doubled the tax, bringing it up to 
ls. 2d., and in the following year Sir 
George Lewis raised it to Is. 4d. 
Therefore, the Parliament of that day 
consented to call upon the income tax 
payer to contribute a war tax of 9d. in 
the pound. When the South African 
War broke out the normal income tax 
which had been in fore for some 
time was 8d. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer only raised it to ls. The 
following year it was raised to ls. 2d., 
and in the current year to Is. 3d., so 
that whereas, in 1854, the income tax 
payer was called upon to contribute 9d. 
in the pound towards the cost of a much 
less expensive war, he has only been 
called upon now to pay 7d. in the pound 
The 9d. in the pound, in the case of the 
Crimean War, was levied in order to 
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meet a total war expenditure of! of the very taxes I have named might 
£80,000,000, but in the case of the/ not have been sufficient to provide the 


South African War a tax of 7d. in the money required, and there are many of 


poun dhas been levied to meet an expendi-| us who think that a revision of the 


ture of about £228,000,000. I cannot duties on licences on alcoholic drinks 
help thinking, therefore, that the Parlia- | could very properly have been effected 
ment of today has dealt with the payer with considerable gain to the Exchequer. 
of income tax somewhat lightly, and/ I have already named the income tax. 
that the middle-class House of Commons | My Lords, I would plead that all such 
of 1854 was severer upon the well-to-do | methods of raising money should have 
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classes than the democratic House of | 
Commons of 1900. The conclusion to 
which these remarks lead me is this, 
that if 9d. in the pound was levied during 
the Crimean War, surely the 7d. which | 
the income tax payers have been called | 
upon to pay by the present Government | 
in respect of this war cannot be said | 
to be a very large sum. The income | 
tax might well have been increased, if 
the money was wanted, to ls. 4d. That. 
would have produced the  extra/| 
£2,500,000 which the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer required; but, unhappily, as | 
I think, he took another course. He 


went down into the cellars of the| 
Treasury, and, rummaging among the 
musty archives of dead taxes, resuscitated | 


the tax on corn which many of us had | 
hoped was dead and forgotten. 

Now, before I speak of the corn | 
tax, I might say that I entirely agree 
With the proposition that the wage- 
earning classes, who now enjoy the 
franchise, should contribute their 
share to the expenditure entailed by 
the policy which they have sanctioned. | 
But [ would ask whether they have not 
already been required to pay a very 
large sum to that end. The taxes upon 
tea have been increased by 50 per cent., 
and a duty has been imposed on sugar 
which is producing between £6,000,000 
and £7,000,000 a year. The Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer has also added to | 
the tobacco, spirit, and beer duties, [| 
reckon the produce of these duties at 


‘every sound canon of finance. 
‘first place, it is a tax on the first neces- 
‘sary of life, 


‘upon the poorer classes. 


been examined and exhausted before a 
tax was laid upon bread. My great 


objection to this tax is that it violates 
In the 


which I am sure your 


| Lordships would wish to avoid unless 
it was absolutely necessary ; and, in the 


second place, it is in the nature of 


| a poll tax, and presses disproportionately 


It is well 


known that the very poor are large 
consumers of bread, and hence it is 
that the corn tax falls with undue 
heaviness on the poorest class of all, of 
whose condition we have learned a great 
deal in the course of the past few years. 
It is said that England is very rich. 
That statement contains a truth, but it 
covers also a great and misleading fallacy. 
It is quite true to say that there is great 
prosperity in the country, and that the 
wealth of the income tax paying classes 


'has increased considerably, but side by 
‘side with this great wealth there is, as 
_we have learned from the searching and 


exhaustive inquiries of men like Mr. 
Charles Booth, and Mr. Rowntree, an 


/enormous proportion— nearly 30 per 


cent.—of our population in the great 
cities who are unable to procure suffi- 
cient nutritive food to keep themselves 
in bodily vigour. Therefore, there is a 
dangerous fallacy underlying the state- 
ment that England is a rich country. 
It has been clearly shown by these 
men who have devoted their lives to 














£10,000,000 or £11,000,000, and, as it | investigating the position of the poorer 
is estimated on fair grounds that the | classes that it is with the greatest 
wage-earning classes pay ‘ths of the difficulty that a large class of our 
taxes on articles of consumption, it | population are able to keep body and 
cannot be said that they have not soul together. The poorer the “ra | 
been called upon to contribute a very con-| the greater its consumption o! bread, 
siderable sum to the expenses of the war. | inasmuch as such a family cannot com- 
Before a tax was put upon corn, I think mand other and more expensive articles 
every legitimate method of finding the | of food. It is upon these people that 
money should have been exhausted. It/the corn tax, though it may be small, 


is not at all clear that a slight increase | will mostly fall, for it will increase 








651 Finance 
the price of their staple food and there- 
fore press disproportionately upon them. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has on 
this point made a concession to the poor 
of Ireland. He has reduced the tax on 
maize, which they consume largely. 
The Commission on Financial relations 
between England and Ireland shewed 
how hardly taxation pressed on the 
very poorin Ireland. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer did not at that time share 
our views,andI am glad to claim himnow, 
though late, as a convert to them. But 
in England there is a mass of poverty 
as great as exists in Ireland, and to that 
mass of poverty the Chancellor is blind. 

Another fault which I find with this 
tax is that it takes a great deal more 
out of the consumers pockets than 
reaches the Exchequer. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has distinctly dis- 
avowed—and I, of course, accept his 
disavowal—that there is any idea of 
Protection lurking in the shilling duty. 
If that be so, then clearly we must 
judge this tax by the method in 
which it acts in its collection, and 


practically if there is no idea of Protec- 


tion in it, the tax costs between 30 and 
40 per cent. in collection. I will show 
how thisis. The taxon foreign corn from 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
expects to get £2,500,000, will also 
extract the amount of duty from home- 
grown corn which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer says he is not endeavouring 
to protect. Therefore it takes out of 
the pockets of the consumers £3,000,000 
or £4,000,000, while only £2,500,000, 
reaches the Exchequer. That is a fatal 
blot on the tax, and one which ought to 
be borne in mind, assuming asI have 
said, that in the imposition of the duty 
on corn there is no ulterior view. 
Happily, during the last forty or fifty 
years, owing to the wise legislation of 
both great Parties in Parliament, dis- 
content among the working classes has 
been greatly reduced. I believe 
that that has been largely affected 
by the manner in which the 
the burdens on the poorer classes have 
been removed, and I am afraid that the 
imposition of the corn tax, which, though 
a small tax, is capable, when once on, of 
further expansion, will be followed in 
time by a revival of that discontent, the 
disappearance of which has been the 


Lord Welby. 
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cause of such satisfaction. I cannot help 
thinking, from what has been said in 
another place, that the corn tax has not 
been put on in order that the working 
classes should contribute their fair share 
of the expenses of the war, but has come 
to stay, and its addition to the already 
heavy taxes borne by the poor is very 
much to be regretted. 


*ViscountT GOSCHEN: My Lords, it 
is with some diffidence that I rise to 
address your Lordships on this question 
of finance which is before us to-day, 
because I am afraid of being betrayed 
into dealing with the matter as if I were 
still a Member of the House of Commons. 
But although our relations to finance and 
the taxation of the country are delicate 
and platonic, I do not think your Lord- 
ships will disagree with me when I say 
that to us, as much as to the other House, 
the wisdom or unwisdom of the fiscal policy 
is a matter of the supremest interest. [ 
consider the financial proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer this year are 
bold, honest, and straightforward. The 
Government have not yielded to any timid 
counsels with re to the imposition of 
taxes. The noble Lord opposite has 
properly congratulated the Contdiuad 
on having restored the Sinking Fund; 
I congratulate them also upon the decision 
which they came to when they saw that 
peace was in sight, and afterwards, when 
peace was declared, their decision still to 
adhere to the burdens which they had 
felt compelled to impose upon the people. 
They faced the situation without any 
timidity, and without any desire to add to 
the dramatic conclusion of peace a dramatic 
remission of taxation, which might have 
been tempting to a Government. They 
resisted that temptation, and they knew 
that they would inspire the people with 
confidence by strengthening the financia} 
situation generally throughout the 
country as they have; and they were 
justified in that belief. If our soldiers have 
been patient in the field, the taxpayers 
have been patient at home. The country 
has endured, with very little grumbling 
indeed, that load of taxation which it 
has been necessary to impose; the 
country recognised that its meres 
was necessary in order to carry through 
that great and difficult task in which 
we were engaged. The noble Lord 
opposite alluded to the income tax, but 
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I think he went a little too far. As to 
the exemptions that have been made, I 
will remind my noble friend that they 
were contrary to the policy of his great 
master in finance, and mine, Mr. 


Gladstone. 


The noble Lord speaks of true, sound 
canons of finance, but let him ask him- 
self whether his Party are observing at 
the present day all the sound canons of 
finance which belonged to the school of 
which Mr. Gladstone was the head. The 
income tax now yields £2,500,000 per 
penny. In the old days it was con- 
sidered that every penny imposed would 
diminish the yield per penny of the tax, 
inasmuch as when the taxpayers were 
asked for larger sums they relaxed the 
sternness of conscience with which they 
paid this self-assessed tax. But that is 
not now the case. There has been no 
attempt whatever in the year gone by 
in any way to shirk the tax. There are 
three possible causes which maintain 
the rate per penny of the income tax 
at the height at which it has stood, 
and which may increase it; they 
are, the conscience of the individual 
who makes his assessment, the prosperity 
which enables him to keep up his in- 
come, and the ruthless system of the tax 
collectors who make their calculations 
with increasing accuracy with every 
year that passes. The result is that 
every penny now yields, as I have said, 
£2,500,000. The prosperity of the 
country has not been suffering, as one 
might have feared it would, during the 
last two years. Iam glad to think that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s estimates 
of revenue have been not only realised, 
but slightly exceeded. Some articles 
of revenue have not shown the same 
elasticity; but on the whole the pros- 
perity of the country does not seem to 
have been deeply affected, as was proved 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
his speech. I repeat that the measures 
which the Government were honestly 
and courageously taking were justified 
both by the willingness of the people to 
pay the taxation, and by the buoyancy 
of the economic situation which enabled 
the taxpayers to pay. Although the 
income tax now has been exploited so 
much more in peace time, the noble Lord 
seemed to think that exactly the same 
addition to the tax ought to be put on in 
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war time as formerly. I always thought 
the income tax ought to be husbanded in 
time of peace, in order that it might be an 
enginein time of war. But the noble Lord 
seemed to think that because the income 
tax stands so much higher in time of 
peace, therefore 9d. ought to be paid in 
time of war, because at the time of the 
Crimean War 9d. was paid. 


Lord WELBY: I only suggested 
that it might have been increased to 
ls. 4d. the figure at which it stood 
during the Crimean War. 


*Viscount GOSCHEN: The noble 
Lord seemed to think that the income 
tax might have been still further in- 
creased. I should gather from his argu- 
ment that when the remission of taxation 
becomes possible. he would be in favour 
of reducing the duty on corn rather than 
of reducing the income tax. I will not 
go into the argument as to indirect and 
direct taxation, which has been very 
fully argued in another place. It seems 
to have been proved that parallel burdens 
have been imposed on the direct and on 
the indirect taxpayers. I will now 
examine what the additional burden is 
which is placed upon the ig dag by the 
revival of the registration duty on corn. 
In this matter I think arithmetic will be 
sounder than rhetoric; and I have en- 
deavoured to make inquiries and calcula- 
tions on the subject, which I hope your 
Lordships will allow me to place before 
you. The duty is 3d. per cwt. on corn 
or ls. a quarter, and 5d. per cwt. on 
flour. A sack of flour contains 280 lbs., 
and you will find that the tax upon it 
amounts to ls. 0$d. Two hundred and 
eighty pounds of flour make, when they 
are turned out, 95 quartern loaves, or 
380 lbs. of bread, and the fact that 
280 lbs. of flour make that amount of 
bread is explained by the fact that in 
every loaf there enter not only flour but 
yeast and other ingredients. The sum 
of 1s. O4d. represents 50 farthings or 
100 half-farthings, and therefore the tax 
amounts to 100 half-farthings on 95 
loaves, or a trifle over half-a-farthing on 
the quartern loaf. 

Now I will deal with the incidence of 
the tax. It is said by the noble Lord 
opposite that the consumer will pay 
much more than half-a-farthing. It 
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been argued over and over again in 
another place and in the Press that the 
baker cannot recoup himself for the loss 
of half-a-farthing a loaf unless he puts 
on a halfpenny a loaf—that is to 
say, unless he reaps 4s. gain on each 
sack of flour in order to pay the 
ls. duty which is the real tax. 
I place these figures before your Lord- 
ships because leaflets are abroad, a 
kind of electioneering literature, in 
which very different facts are placed 
before the public. Now what is this 
tax of Is. a quarter on corn compared 
with all those oscillations in price which 
are due to economic causes? One slight 
change in the harvest in any one of the 
many regions where corn is grown may 
produce a change compared with which 
this tax of ls. is very little indeed. 
These fluctuations are constantly taking 
place. How does the baker deal with 
them? He does not single out each 


time that the price of flour changes by 
ls. in order to vary the price of bread. 
The price of bread generally remainsfixed, 
and is usually only raised by a half- 

nny a quartern loaf, or a farthing a 


2lb. loaf. The millers, too, keep their 
prices extremely even. They do not 
change them with every fluctuation 
in the market, but only when by 
a combination of causes there is 
a distinct rise or fall in the price 
of wheat. For instance, if corn rose 
by 2s., the bakers might still hesitate 
whether they would increase the price 
of bread; if it rose a little more they 
would increase it. And now I come to 
an admission which I intend to make, 
because I wish to deal statistically and 
absolutely impartially with this matter. 
The rise will come a little earlier, and 


the fall will come a little later in con- | 


sequence of the imposition of the ls. 
duty ; but it will be a pure increase of 
half a farthing on the quartern loaf, 
and nota halfpenny. In fact, ‘to sum 
it up in one phrase, the fiscal movement 
is almost lost in the economic movement, 
but it enters slightly, and perhaps almost 
imperceptibly, into that movement. 
Now, I make the admission that the 
extra duty is paid by the consumer. No 
question is more difficult to investigate 
than that of the incidence of taxation ; 
but in order to deal absolutely fairly 
with this question I admit that the half 
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farthing, though no more, or very 
slightly more, will be paid by the con- 
sumer. What, then, will be the burden 
on the working man?. The burden will 
be the number of loaves consumed by 
him and his family during the year, 
multiplied by half a farthing. I have 
gone into the statistics as to the con- 
sumption of bread per head of the popu- 
lation, and it comes out at about four- 
fifths of a pound, or thirteen ounces a 
day. If you take this four-fifths of a 
pound a day and apply to it the calcula- 
tions which I have quoted, the result 
will be found to be that each individual 
of the community will bear an extra 
burden, owing to the corn tax, of 93d. a 
year. This calculation has the highest 
| statistical authority, and it is confirmed 
by two other tests. If you take the corn 
which is estimated to be grown and im- 
ported, and distribute it over the popula- 
| tion, leaving out of consideration the corn 
' consumed by cattle, you get something 
like the same figure, only rather lower— 
84d. Again, if you divide the whole of the 
tax over the population, you will find 
that the result per head is between 8}d. 
and 9$d. I will take it at 94d., and 
then we have to see what a family will 
have to pay. Let us look the matter 
in the face. It does represent some- 
thing. Toa family of five persons it 
will represent 4s. in the year. Let us 
compare that tax for one moment with 
the tea duty. The tea duty is 6d. a lb., 
and the consumption per head of the 
population is estimated at 6lb. There- 
fore each individual pays 3s. a year for 
the tea duty. The extra 2d. put on 
tea represcuts one-third, or 1s., and 
therefore it costs the individual labourer 
wore thanthe cornduty. Consequently, 
if the party which opposes this tax wish 
to do a financial benefit to the working 
classes they would do better to abolish 
‘the additional 2d. on tea and give 
relief to the amount of Is. rather 
‘than abolish the corn duty, and 
give relief only to the amount of 94d. 
|i think the Party opposite may see 
‘reasons why, notwithstanding the 
heavier incidence of the tea duty, they 
|might prefer to abolish this new 
‘registration duty, namely, because, as 
they say, it has been taken—and 
furbished up again—from those old 
| archives, where possibly there is much 
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that is still sound, but from which the | part, in an infinitesimal degree, in the 
noble Lord opposite regretted that it taxation of the country to which they 
belong. It is an inevitable necessity. 


had been revived. 


The noble Lord spoke with pathos; The burden. that is placed on the 
and with justice when he recalled | working classes is not, I think, the only 
to our minds that in the midst | objection which has been taken, not so 
of our prosperity, in the midst even of | much tonight by the noble Lord, but by 
rising wages and of outward signs of | the Party opposite generally, as regards 
prosperity, there is a fringe whose posi- | this registration duty. Why has there 


tion is always deplorable. These are 
black patches, if I might cail them so, 
on our prosperity and our civilisation. 


It is difficult to touch them, and it 1s| 


equally difficult to hamper your whole 


system of finance by the effect upon one | 


small class. To do so would be to start 


‘a new doctrine, and not a doctrine of | 


the sound orthodox school. You will 


never find in Mr. Gladstone’s teachings | 


any indication that a tax should be 


abandoned on account of that remote. 
But has that class | 


though sad result. 
not received some benefits within even 


comparatively recent years which far) 


outweigh the burden that has now been 
placed upon them? Let me remind 
your Lordships of one benefit. which 
they have received, in regard to which 
there has been no great exultation in 


the Radical party as if a great boon had | 


been rendered to the working classes. 
I refer to the Free Education Act passed 
in 1891, of which I was the humble 
instrument representing the Govern- 
ment on that occasion, and by which 
the poorer classes were relieved of the 
pence they paid for their children’s 
schooling -—~ pence representing, on an 
average, 10s. per child over the whole 
of the United Kingdom. Take even 


the smaller figure of 7s. per child | 


of the very poor, and take one of 
those families of five to which I have 


alluded. That was three times 7s., saved | 
out of the scanty earnings of these poor | 
That was a boon which has far 
outweighed the burden which it has been, | 


people. 


unfortunately, necessary to place upon 
them. I think I may say that the 
conscience of the nation is perfectly alive 
to do all that can be done in order to 
improve the condition of the class to 
which my noble friend alluded. In every 


| been so much more animation in opposi- 
| tion to this tax than there was to the 
| sugar tax or to the coal tax, or any of the 
other taxes which have been imposed ? 
Why has there been so much more ex- 
citement, so many more meetings ? 
| Noble Lords opposite will admit thereason. 
| It is bezause this tax has, in their eyes, a 
whiff of Protection about it. Had it that 
whiff of Protection when for many years 
this. duty lived an obscure life in the 
fiscal system of the country ? One never 
heard of this registration duty. Happy 
the tax which has no history! This tax 
had no history for twenty years. I do 
not wish to repeat the phrases which Sir 
Robert Peel used when he abolished the 
tax. He scarcely knew that he had left 
any tax on atall. He did not consider 
this a part of the Protective duties. It 
was simply a ls. registration duty, and it 
isa ls. registrationduty now. A whiff of 
Protection! Do noble Lords opposite 
really think it is going to protect? Do 
they think that a single additional acre 
in the country is going to be cultivated 
on account of this tax? Do they think 
that the importation of corn and of flour 
is going to be diminished by the imposi- 
tion of this duty? I think not. I do 
not think that in their hearts they can 
for one moment contemplate such a 
result. 


Let me interpose here a statement 
that I ought to have made earlier with 
reference to the tax increasing the price 
of bread. Has it inceased ther price 
of bread? Did the abolition of the 
registration duty lower the price of 
| bread? On the contrary, in the year 
|when Mr. Lowe took off the duty, 
|owing to economic causes, and the 
| strength of the economic causes compared 
| with the weakness of the fiscal causes, 
flour continued to rise. The same 
is happening now. There is no in- 


direction there is a desire to improve lerease in the price of bread and in 
their lives ; and that, I think, must be | the price of flour now as compared with 
set against what has been done on the former years. At the beginning, no 
other side—namely, that they must take doubt, in April, there wasa movement. 
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Why? Because there was a general 
shortage of corn in the corn-producing 
countries, and the result was a certain 
rise of price; but history does not show 
that the price of bread has been affected 
by the infinitesimal duty which has been 
imposed. 


I return to the point of the Protective 
duty. I draw a distinction. A duty 
may be Protective, but it may not be 
imposed for the purpose of Protection. 
Theoretically, no doubt, this might be 
called a Protective duty, because it is 
imposed on foreign produce, and there is 
no corresponding cise duty. But 
practically it is insufficient to protect, on 
account of its infinitesimai character ; 
and, consequently, so far as it goes, I 
think noble Lords opposite will agree 
that the idea that it is Protection cannot 
be entertained. Are we to reject a duty 
which may be called Protective, but does 
not really protect because of the name 4 
Are we to reject a duty of this kind, if it 
broadens our system of taxation—one of 
the most important objects which any 
financier in these days could strive to 
attain—because it was Protective? I 
know one merit which this tax has got, 
and that is that it is easily collected and 
creates no disturbance of trade. Many 
other projects might have been devised 
which might have been difficult to 
collect, and which might, at,the same time, 
have disturbed trade seriously. This is, 
apart from the theoretical question that 
has been raised by the noble Lord opposite 
and by economists outside, an efficient 
tax-—a tax which does not bear heavily 
on trade and which will not materially 
increase the burdens of the people. But, 
it is said, this is but the thin end of the 
wedge ; and I think that if we were to 
look into the reasons which have animated 
the objections and influenced the opposi- 
tion to this tax we should find that it has 
not been so much the effect of this par- 
ticular smal] tax as the fear that it was 
the beginning of a system of Protection. 
Noble Lords opposite admitted that. I 
wish their arguments had been more 
directed to that point, not only in this 
House but elsewhere, and that the 
other objections had not been so 
much insisted upon. But the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has distinctly 
denied that this was in any way the 
beginning of a system of Protection. I 
do not believe myself that there is the 
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intention to make this the beginning of a 
Protective system, and so I am not gcing to 
be frightened by a name. In these days, let 
it be remembered, Free Trade must fight. 
its battle having in view modern con- 
ditions and all the economic changes 
which may have happened in all parts of 
the world. I think it was Mr. Asquith 
who said that Free Trade had made this. 
country the clearing house and the market 
of the world. Unfortunately, we are no. 
longer so distinctly the clearing house of 
the world, not in the same proportions, 
as we used to be; and it behoves us to 
watch carefully all our economic and 
fiscal conditions to see whether any other 
causesare affecting the commercial suprem- 
acy which we desire to maintain. [ 
point out this to noble Lords opposite, 
that Free Trade was not an isolated 
principle held by Mr. Cobden, Mr. Bright, 
and Mr. Gladstone. It was associated 
with other principles; and, amongst 
others, it was associated with many forms 
of freedom—with freedom of contract, 
freedom to work what hours men desired, 
freedom in trading, no municipal 
monopolies. Turbulent iconoclasts, in- 


deed, have invaded every school. of econo- 


mics at the present day. If I am called 
a heretic because I am in favour of a 
corn duty which may have a whiff of 
Protection about it, I am much truer to. 
myself and to the principles of sound 
finance than many of the noble Lords 
opposite. Laissez faire was a divinity 
which was honoured at the same time as. 
the divinity of Free Trade, and now it is 
only, I am afraid, my noble friend Lord 
Wemyss who is a belated worshipper at 
the solitary and deserted shrine of laissez 
faire. Sometimes the Prime Minister 
puts in an appearance and looks on at the 
rites. Therefore, if our prosperity has. 
been built up by a group of principles, 
some of which have been dethroned, then I 
say the principles which survive must 
put forth all their strength, must not: 
rely upon phrases or upon formularies, 
and must not call themselves only “ based 
upon sound canons of finance.” Free 

rade must go forth and examine al! the 
new conditions in which competition is 
carried on between this country and other 
countries; it must inquire into the 
changes in the economic situation of 
various parts of the globe; it must, in 
fact, choose modern weapons in order to- 
maintain its position. I believe Free 
Trade to be absolutely strong—I believe: 
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Free Trade will emerge from any diffi- 
culties, if it sinks pedantry and abandons 
phrases, and looks matters really in the 
face. 


I trust that I shall be pardoned for 
this lengthy disquisition on some of the 
fundamental principles upon which our 
prosperity rests. I have only one more 
observation to make. This corn tax, 
with all its faults, or with all its virtues, 
has at least one special virtue—it broadens 
our system of taxation. It is difficult to 
find new taxes. No Chancellors of the 
Exchequer, and no ex-Chancellors of the 
Exchequer, can forget how difficult it is 
to invent a new tax. I tried my hand 
at it. I proposed a very good tax, 
which afterwards I was told would 
have been very satisfactory, but it was 
impossible to carry it. There is the 
cheque tax, which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had to abandon. In 
fact, all broad measures of finance are 
far easier to carry than small ones. 
I have heard men in the Gity say they 
would rather pay an additional penny 
on their income tax than have their 
stamp duty or cheque duty interfered 
with. When I was at the Treasury I 
examined to see whether there could be 
a universal registration duty—not only 
on corn, but a universal penny registra- 
tion duty. The question was also ex- 
amined by Mr. Gladstone, but it was 
found that it would interfere so much 
with daily transactions that it could not 
be done. I mention this to show that 
in the difficulty of finding new sources 
of taxation those who broaden the basis 
of taxation will have rendered a public 
service. One of the foremost leaders of 
the opposite Party, though he was 
sorrowing for the imposition of taxes 
which bore heavily on the working 
classes, still was jubilant and exultant 
in his tone when he said that the 
Government and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer were, probably in a moment 
of madness, signing their own death 
warrant when they proposed this duty. 
It may be that, viewed in an exagger- 
ated light; viewed as it may be viewed 
in the future, after the subject has been 
well worked up on the platform, this 
tax may be damaging to His Majesty’s 
Government. I.do not know. But I 
do know this—that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, when he comes to the 
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end of that laborious task through which 
he has passed with such courage, when 
he approaches the end of his administra- 
tive life in this Government, when that- 
moment comes, he may look back with 
as much pride to having broadened the 
foundation on which the colossal pyra- 
mid of our expanding expenditure rests 
—may look back on that broadening of 
the foundation with as much satisfac- 
tion as upon any other incident of his 
distinguished career. 


* EARL SPENCER: My Lords, I feel 
I am under a great disadvantage in 
following the noble Viscount, who has 
with great distinction held the office of 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and with 
whose name one of the great changes in 
regard to Consols will always be connected. 
The noble Viscount began by saying that 
the subject of finance was delicate and 
platonic in this House. I entirely agree 
with him; but I also think—and it has 
been acknowledged—-that your Lordships 
have a right to discuss questions of finance, 
and even, in moments of extreme difficulty, 
to throw out a Finance Bill. This has 
been done before. I am not, I need 
hardly say, intending to do anything of 
the sort tonight. It would be ridiculous 
and impossible for us to make any 
Motion on the subject. I wish to touch 
upon one or two points before coming to 
the main subject of the noble Viscount’s 
speech—namely, the particular tax to 
which, on this side of the House, we feel 
a very grave dislike. The opposition to a 
Budget may be based on two grounds. 
It may be based on the ground that the 
policy for which the Budget is necessary 
is not agreeable to those who are challeng- 
ing it, or they may consider that the ways. 
and means by which the money is to be 
raised are not the right ways and means. 
for the particular occasion. Neither in 
this House nor in another place have 
those with whom I have the honour to 
act opposed or tried to stop supplies to. 
His Majesty’s Government. I do not 
wish to deny that there have been differ- 
ences of opinion with regard to the late 
war, but we never wished to oppose the 
supplies necessary for carrying out the 
war to a vigorous and successful issue.. 
We do, however, object to the ways and 
means by which this Budget proposes to. 
raise the required money. hen the 
Budget was first introduced there was. 
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outwardly no sign that the war would | tax, I should like to point out what an 
soon come to an end, and the Budget | enormous difference there is in what the 
was very properly framed on the assump- | tax produced then and what itis likely to 
tion that the war might continue for produce now. At that time two-thirds 
eight months or more. Happily, the war | of the corn was grown in this country, 
has come to a conclusion, and we who are | and only one-third came from abroad. 
in opposition to His Majesty’s Govern-| The price of wheat also was very nearly 
ment rejoice at this happy consummation | double. The consequence is that the 
as much as anybody in the country. ! same tax which was imposed at that 
That, in our opinion, made a very con-| time will come with double force now. 
siderable difference in what was necessary | ‘The noble Viscount made some interest. 
for the Budget. But, in the main, the ing remarks with regard to the amount 
Budget stands as it did when the war the poor man would pay, but the con- 
was expected to goon for many months. | » er will not only have to pay what the 
In the opinion of those who are versed in Exchequer receives, but he will have to 


es pectin Pehl tom ave dian pay an enhanced price upon all the corn, 


extent re-cast. 
of the Exchequer stated that, though 
there was a great diminution in the 
weekly cost of the war, yet there were 


certain heavy expenses to be met in con- | ws : 

nection with the termination of the war, a sine rep eo ea : baer = 
and therefore he did not feel justified in | os iiedk antennae: iaahcinsins “gm te 
altering the Budget. The ve and the | cot st 2 so far ray oad becoming so 
short of it is that the Chancellor of the | forgetful of, the real principles of Free 


eee a a wa “3 ere | Trade and Protection, that it is almost 
a e end o e year of something : ; “ 
like £10,000,000 on the loan which | worth while repeating and making clear 


he has made. Of this sum he has very | what is a Protective tax and what is not 


| The noble Viscount stated that a duty on 
properly devoted £4,500,000 to the. . 
reconstitution of the Sinking Fund. I) Jsseyy cna A 58 uta a = a 
think that that was a most desirable | P P 


thing. But what is he going to do with | sone Mie nares Alege em 2h sore 


; >. equivalent Excise duty. But the duty 
aa nes ip Sloe Phas graye he —_ /on corn is clearly Protective, because 


had @ marked objection might have been there is a considerable quantity of corn 


: . still grown in this country. I venture 
dropped in consequence of this change. to differ from the noble Viscount when 
Now I come to the principal tax to 


: ior ihe states that there will not be an 
which we take great objection. Tike | i evens in the cultivation of corn in 
noble Viscount has made certain admis- | 


; ; ; ‘consequence of this tax. From my own 
oH povmmci - ag suet | knowledge, the moment the price of 
ileestnn:'- stateiht Un) aahh: adel wheat or barley rises, farmers increase 
small that it would not have the ‘he towth of that article. I do not 
eflect of real Protection. He allwiéd| object to their growing as much meg 
to the fact that it had existed for many. et She feuwe a po Sey << jos 
years in the time of the great Chancellor | 2H will seiiniiieaie: coated. alas tia a 
of the Exchequer whom [ claim as my . I think i P to 
leader, Mr. Gladstone. The whiff of |C°™ M™crease—? think it wrong 
Protection which he has alluded to as be- | ae eee a he ay 2 are we 
longing to this tax, and which he truly | * peak agi” eae ial 


said has inspired more than anything eration and he said that Mr. Glad 
the fax in, another pace froc the S00? had himself thought that there 
opponents of His Majesty’s Government | should be general registration. Certainly 
—that Protection was one of the very | the tone of his speech pointed directly 
reasons which led Mr. Gladstone to lin increasing taxation, not perhaps 


rid of itin 1869. In referring to this | heavily, on many other articles. 
Earl Spencer. 


No doubt the Ghanealice whether it comes from abroad or is 





grown in this country. That is a very 
important point, and one which is very 
often entirely overlooked. The noble 
| Viscount quite admitted that this tax was 
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*EarRL SPENCER: I venture to say 
that that was so, although he admitted 
afterwards that it was very difficult. I 
venture to think that his argumert as to 
this tax being a mere registration tax 
would apply to numerous other articles 
and commodities. The noble Viscount 
calculated that to the poor man the 
increased cost of bread would come to 
about 9d. a year. I am not able to 
dissect that argument on the spur of the 
moment, and possibly I might not do it 
if I had more time, but I want to point 
out this: that to the poor classes—and 
they are an increasing number in this 
country—this is not a mere increase on 
one article of necessity, but it is an 
accumulated increase on several articles, 
which they willall feel. This is a point 
of the greatest importance. My noble 
friend behind me referred to Mr. Charles 
Booth. I have here some statistics 
which Mr. Booth prepared on the subject 
of the poverty of the people. Out of a 


population of 904,000 people, 111,000, 
generally speaking, have not enough to 
eat, 75,000 are in general want of food, 


and 129,000 have barely enough for sub- 
sistence, makinga total of 315,000 persons. 
Therefore it seems to mea very grave 
thing to increase in the smallest degree 
the cost of food to very poor people. I 
fully admit that the necessity does arise 
for having a large extra tax on account 
of the war, but then, I say, you might 
place it upon other commodities than 
bread, which is a necessity of the poorest 
classes in this country. There are 
tobacco and spirits, which are luxuries ; 
and I agree that I should prefer, although 
it is a disagreeable burden, even to have an 
extra penny on the income tax, rather 
than the imposition of this corn duty. 
Going back to the state of things which 
existed before the introduction of Free 
Trade by Sir Robert Peel, merely to 
show the courage which he exhibited, I 
may point out that public affairs were 
in a state of great difficulty. The state 
of affairs in our Colonies and abroad was 
very grave indeed, and at home agri- 
cultural depression was of a deeper and 
worse character than we have it now. 
There was a cessation of work in the 
great commercial centres, riots bordering 
on rebellion were going on, and to many 
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minds it appeared that the country was. 
verging on a state of bankruptcy. When 
Sir Robert Peel began reducing the 
duties on various articles, the number of 
the taxed articles was over 1,200. In: 
one Budget he removed 750 of these 
duties, and the articles were so minute 
that he only lost about £350,000 a year. 
Are we going back to having registra- 
tion duties on all these different articles 1 
My belief is that once you begin with 
one duty the pressure will become so- 
enormous with regard to other articles 
that it will be almost impossible to 
resist it. 

I must refer to another matter which 
I think is of very vital importance to 
our fiscal position. If we have this duty 
on corn, how shall we be placed with 
regard to our Colonies? I am one of 
those who most ardently wish to 
strengthen all the legitimate bonds 
which bind our Colonies to the mother 
country, but not at the expense of Free 
Trade. I believe that the principle of 
Free Trade is the best not only for us, but 
for our Colonies, and I should rejoice if I 
could hear that our Colonies had adopted 
with us that principle. I am afraid that 
immense pressure will be put upon us in 
this matter. They will come to us and 
say, “ We have fought with you in South 
Africa: are we to have no help from the 
mother country?” It will be very 
difficult to answer them when once this 
tax on corn is passed. Will that be the 
end of it? It isa very grave matter. I 
believe if we had to give way on this 
point it would jeopardise our position 
and our trade with the world. The total 
of our imports and exports for the year 
1900 amounted to £877,448,917, whilst 
the trade with the Colonies only amounted 
to £211,554,689. Are we going to jeo- 
pardise this enormous trade—nearly four 
times as large as the trade with our 
Colonies—in order to give the Colonies 
preferential duties? That seems to me 
a policy which may be fatal to the great 
commercial interests of this country. I 
feel that this is a retrograde step from 
that great policy of Free Trade which has 
conferred unparalleled benefits on this 
country. We feel it to be so dangerous- 
a policy that we must protest against it 
with all the power we have, and, although 
we cannot expect it to carry any weight. 
in this House, we venture to make this. 
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protest today, and I hope it may have 
an influence on what is done on this 
great and important subject in the 
future. 


*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFour of BuRLEIGH): My Lords, 
the noble Viscount behind me said that he 
spoke on this subject in your Lordships’ 

ouse with great diffidence. He has had 
a long and honourable career as a financier 
in this country, and perhaps his reputa- 
tion and credit in that Department stand 
as high, if not higher, than that of any 
other individual. If, then, he felt dif- 
fidence in rising to address ye Lordships 
on this subject, I am sure I may say that 
I feel a much greater measure of that 
quality in venturing to intrude in this 
debate. I think I shall not be wrong in 
appealing under such circumstances for the 
indulgence of your Lordships in making 
the few observations which occur to me 
in regard to the two speeches we have 
‘heard from the other side ; and perhaps it 
might not be im, oe pom right if 
those speeches were left wholly unanswered 
‘by those of us who have the honour of 
sitting on this Bench. The objections 
‘which have been taken to the financial 
policy of the Government are often very 
different in character, and sometimes even 
contradictory. We are told by some that 
a larger proportion of the expenditure 
rendered necessary by the war should have 
been borrowed, and by others that a larger 
proportion should have been raised by 
taxation. Amongst those who are in favour 
-of paying a larger ee aemage by the pro- 
ceeds of taxation there are two schools— 
some who would increase direct taxation 
and others who would increase indirect 
taxation. I have been reminded in the 
course of this discussion of what a legal 
friend of mine said the other night on the 
subject of whether or not it was right to 
use unsound arguments, and arguments 
which you know to be unsound. The 
conclusion which my legal friend came to 
was this—that it was not right to use 
unsound arguments, but it was not 
altogether wrong, to use arguments 
which might seem to the audience to 
have a greater force than they have to 
yourself. I think some of the arguments 
we have heard tonight can hardly have 
-seemed to have great force to the two 
_noble Lords opposite who used them. 


Earl Spencer. 
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At any rate, thereis one thing certain— 
that expenditure has been incurred, 
and that it must be provided for in 
some way or another. 


The noble Earl the Leader of the Op- 
position began his speech by suggesting 
that the Budget of the present year 
should have been recast when we were 
brought face to face with the prospect 
of peace, but the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer explained over and over 
again that, although the actual object 
of the expenditure might not be the 
same, there would be a great deal of 
expenditure still necessary, and that it 
was premature to say there would be 
much more than would be actually re- 
quired for the service of the year. In 
addition, my right hon. friend pointed 
out that he had arranged to defray 
part of the expenditure by loan and 
part by new taxation, that there was 
a very large deficit under any circum- 
stances to be provided for, and that he, 
at any rate, would not consent to defray 
that large deficit wholly by loan, and 
not impose any new taxation at all. 
There is this additional fact—that before 
peace was declared, before the settle- 
ment had come, £30,000,000 had been 
actually raised by the loan. There was 
also this to be borne in mind—that, 
owing to the time at which duties are 
paid into the Exchequer, the first nine 
months of the financial year are lean 
months, and it is not till January lst 
that the money begins in the main to 
come in. The actual facts, as I under- 
stand them, are that of a total war ex- 
penditure of £228,000,000, £74,000,000 
has been paid by taxation ; and venture 
to think that that is a fair and satisfactory 
proportion. The main point in the speech 
of the noble Earl against this Bill was 
that he found in the particulaf tax upon 

in and similar articles what has been 
escribed as Protection. I venture to 
deny that it is in effect a Protective 
duty. To be a Protective duty it must 
protect, and I contend that this duty is 
not sufficient in amount to protect the 
articles which are subject to it. If it was 
intended as a Protective duty it would be 
placed wholly upon articles which are 
—— in this country. But if you 
ook through the schedule of the articles 
which are subject to this tax you will find 
that a very considerable proportion of 
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them—such, for example, as maize and 
rice—are not, in fact, produced in this 
country. When you look at the amount 
it will be seen at once that, relatively to 
the value of the commodities in question, 
this cannot be in any sense a Protective 
duty. 


Threepence per cwt. is hardly more 
than 4 per cent. on the present price of 
wheat. It is only about 2 per cent. on 
the value of some of the articles. The 
prices of the articles affected by the tax 
fluctuate to so much larger an extent 
than the amount of the duty that the 
mere question of the amount of increase 
involved in the tax is not worth considera- 
tion from a Protective pvint of view. I 
have in my hand some interesting figures 
on that point. It is true that there has 
been a considerable rise in the price of 
wheat during the present Spring. At the 
moment when this tax was imposed, the 

rice of wheat was 27s. 5d. per quarter. 
or some time afterwards it remained at 
that price, but during the first week of 
last month it had risen to 3ls. 6d., or 
4s. per quarter more than at the date 
of the imposition of the tax. I believe 
the price is now showing a down- 
ward tendency. If there has been any 
increase in the price of bread during 
these weeks, there are the facts which 
account for that, much more adequately 
than the imposition of this almost 
nominal registration duty. The true 
position of affairs is this—that though, 
to a slight extent, this tax might 
accelerate a rise in — when there 
‘was a movement in that direction, and 
to a very slight extent delay a reduction 
in price, the effect which that will have 
must, in the nature of things, be so 
small that it is not worth calculating 
at all. I could not help thinking that 
the noble Lord’s speech was a very 
remarkable instance of that tendency 
to overstate the abstract arguments in 
favour of Free Trade which was com- 
mented on by the noble Viscount behind 
me. Some, at any rate, of the advocates 
of Free Trade—and I certainly wish to 
range myself among the supporters 
of Free Trade—are very easily alarmed. 
If their doctrines will not stand argument 
and criticism, I think they are not of 
much value, and it is the fact that this 
registration duty. was in existence for 
twenty years after Free Trade became 
the recognised policy of this country, 
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and after all Protective duties were 
abolished from every kind of grain. 
Though there were many changes in 
our fiscal system during that time, this 
was deliberately left for twenty years 
as a duty, the existence of which was 
hardly noticed, and no evil effect was 
ever attributed to it. I have mentioned 
the question of the fluctuation of prices. 
The noble Earl made a great point in 
his speech of the fact that there would 
be more taken from the consumer than 
would be paid into the Exchequer ; but 
to make out that, he must attribute the 
whole of the half-penny increase on bread 
to the effect of this tax. Does he mean 
to say that if this tax were to be repealed 
to-morrow the half-penny would be 
taken off ? 


Eart SPENCER : 
price of wheat grown in this country 
must go up or down with the price of 
wheat from abroad, and that it would 
be affected by the tax. 
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I said that the 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The fluctuation was explained by the 
noble Viscount behind me, who showed, 
what is the undoubted fact, that the price 
of-bread is not affected by a fluctuation of 
a shilling, but only by much larger fluctua- 
tions in the price of wheat. The noble 
Earl the er of the Opposition carried 
his prejudice against this tax so far as to 
say that he was afraid it might possibly 
increase the amount of grain grown in 
this country. My contention is that the 
amount of this tax is so small that it 
cannot have that effect. If the price of 
grain coming from abroad were to vary 
by 3s. or 4s., I think it would have the 
effect of increasing the production in this 
country, but I cannot follow what is in 
the mind of the noble Earl when he says 
he is afraid that this duty may have 
the effect of increasing the amount 
of grain grown in this country. Person- 
ally, I should rejoice very much if move- 
ments of price did increase the amount 
of grain grown in this country, for I 
think it is one of our dangers that 
the amount of home-grown 
so small a proportion of the people; 
but I do not wish to add artificially 
to the price of grain to increase the 
amount wn in this country. I 
saidlebeteed ts noble Lord to say that 
this was a cowardly tax, which would 
press very hardly on the poor. 


rage feeds 





671 Finance 


Eart SPENCER: I did not use the 
word “ cowardly.” 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
should be very sorry to attribute to the 
noble Earl words he did not use, but, at 
all events, it will be seen that owing to 
the kind of arguments which can be used 
against the tax, it required a certain 
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time last year, and there were cer- 
tainly great reasons why that trade 
should not be again disturbed. The 
same considerations apply to tobacco, 
which was also the subject: of increased 
taxation the year before last; and, as | 
have said, no other article has been 
suggested in the course of this debate 
which could, with greater propriety, 





amount of moral courage on the part of | have been selected as the subject of 
the Government to propose it. We knew | indirect taxation than that which has 
we were opening the door to insinuations | been chosen. It is very easy and simple 
of the kind that have been made. We) to put another penny on the income 
knew there would be diagrams scattered | tax. The noble Lord who initiated this 
about the country showing a big loaf | discussion seemed very much grieved 
and a little loaf, whereas if the relative | that that course had not been taken; 


scale of the two loaves was drawn 
fairly, you would require a microscope 
to see the difference between them. We 
have such confidence in the fairness 
of our fellow countrymen, and in the 
propriety of all classes bearing their share 
of the country’s burden, that we do not 
fear the effect of the arguments, if they are 
fairly put, upon us as a political party. 
No tax can really be judged by itself. 
All taxes are part of a great system. 
If you were to put the whole expenditure 
of the country on the income tax, it 
would be unfair to the income tax payers ; 
and if you were to put an undue pro- 
portion on indirect taxation, it would 
also be unfair. The policy we have 
endeavoured to pursue is to keep up a| 
fair proportion between those who are | 
paying direct and those who are paying | 
indirect taxes. I have had made outa 
statement showing the relative amount | 
of indirect and direct taxation between | 
the time of the Crimean War and now. 
In 1855, direct taxation was only 41 per 
cent. of the whole taxation of the country ; 
last year it was more than 52 per cent. 
In the former year, direct taxation came 
to 19s. 8d. per head of the population ; 
last year it was 328. 1ld. Therefore, I 
do not think it can be fairly charged, 
either against this Government or any 
of its immediate Predecessors, that there 
has been an undue tendency to place 


the burden on the indirect taxpayers. 


Admitting that it is right that some 
ag of this year’s burden should be borne 
indirect taxpayers, no one has sug- 
pia any other article which oe 
with greater propriety, have been selected. 
The taxable capacity of spirits and beer 
has been reached. That is universally 
admitted. Sugar was taxed for the first 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 











| but I venture to think the noble Lord 
omitted to take into consideration the 
fact that during recent years the 
income tax has on an average of 
years stood much higher in peace 
time than it had ever done before, 
and it is ridiculous to suppose that 
because it is higher in peace time there- 
fore it should be more heavily drawn 
upon in time of war. With regard to 
the relative position between us and 
the Colonies, I do not believe that this 
tax is one which is large enough to afford 
any preference to the Colonies even if it 
was desired to give it, and I do not think 
that anyone has made out that that can 
beso. The question really resolves itself 
into this—Have the Government been 
wrong in their division of the burden 
between the direct and the indirect 
taxpayer, or have they put upon the 
indirect taxpayer a burden affecting the 
wrong article! I venture to say that 
the speeches made tonight have not 
established that case, and I sincerely 
hope the Bill will be read a second time. 


*Lorp REAY: My Lords, I am sur- 
prised that the noble Lord opposite, 
who, as a rule, uses very moderate 
language, should have thought fit to 
apply the epithet “insinuations” to 
the arguments which have been put 
forward on this side. Ido not wish to 
exaggerate in any way the magnitude 
of this duty, but in any case you add to 
economic fluctuations of price the per- 
manent charge of this tax, and, however 
small its amount, it has not been denied 
that it falls on that class of the commun- 
ity which is least able to bear apy 
increase of expenditure. The annual 
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outgoing of 4s. per family, which the 
noble Viscount opposite admitted the 
tax to represent, is a burden which 
cannot be described as unworthy of 
consideration in the case of the lowest 
wage earners. The noble Viscount 
spoke of the advantages of free edu- 
cation, but the Free Education Act 
did not relieve the class who will prinei- 
pally feel the incidence of this tax— 
I allude to the class who are verging on 
pauperism. Before that Act came 
into operation they could claim free 
education by a process laid down 
in previous Education Acts. With 
regard to the question whether this 
tax will interfere with trade, I would 
remind the House that flour enters 
into the manufacture of cotton and of 
other articles. I have seen a calculation 
that one-fifth of the tax will fall on 
trade. It is a disturbing factor; I shall 
give you an instance. In the manu- 
facture of feeding stuffs you can use 
either rice or linseed. Rice is included 
in the schedule, and will have to pay 
the duty. You therefore put a premium 
on the use of linseed. When you intro- 
duce a tax of this kind you cannot 


exactly foretell what disturbances it will 


cause to trade. The duties on alcohol, 
tobacco, tea, and sugar have been 
mentioned. Those are not absolute 
necessaries of life, but I defy anyone 
to point out a substitute for bread. 
That is the great difference between this 
tax and those mentioned. The latter you 
can evade, This duty—unless it causes 
an increase of wages—must reduce the 
‘purchasing power of wages, which are 
{low and often intermittent. 

The introduction of the corn tax 
constitutes a grievance to India and to 
some of the Colonies, who have hitherto 
been exempt from this interference with 
their trade, and if you intend to 
give them preferential treatment a 
number of questions will arise. | 
need only remind the House that in 
the recent Sugar Convention of Brussels 
we were obliged to give a pledge that 
we should not give preferential treat- 
ment to Colonial ‘sugar. If you give 
preferential treatment to Canada for 
corn, why not to Ceylon for tea, or 
to India for tea and rice? The im- 
position of this: duty on corn could 
only be justified by the most critical 
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financial situation. Such a situation has 
certainly not been reached — indeed, 
quite recently the noble Viscount oppo- 
site made a speech, in which he stated to 
your Lordships that we might derive 
legitimate satisfaction from the fact that 
the credit of this country stood so high, 
notwithstanding recent Sant What is 
the use of that credit if you consider 
that the financial situation requires a 
duty which is condemned by all econo- 
mists ? All the arguments we have heard 
on the other side have been to the effect 
that the duty wassosmall that it wasabsurd 
to protest against it; but if that is the case, 
if the duty is so infinitesimal, then the 
argument falls to the ground that by 
imposing it you are broadening the basis 
of indirect taxation, unless you intend to 
increase this duty when financial pressure 
will be more severe. What you are doing 
is simply to reintroduce a vexatious 
machinery which will produce the max- 
imum of disturbance with the minimum 
of revenue, and which extracts from the 
consumer money which will not in every 
instance find its way into the public 
Exchequer. This tax will only give joy 
in one quarter, and I know that there it 
is greeted with the greatest interest— 
namely, by the Agrarian Party in 
Germany. That is not a reason why 
it should commend itself to us. I do 
not think that any argument we have 
heard on the other side has justified its 
imposition, and I believe that if the Gov- 
ernment had sought for other articles to 
broaden the basis of taxation they could 
have found them. They could have 
chosen articles used by the classes best 
able to bear taxation which are not 
subject to any Customs duty. I do not 
say that there would have been no objec- 
tion to such proposals, but it would have 
been a much better course than re-estab- 
lishing a duty which had been repealed 
and which no one ever expected to see 
revived. 


Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, I profess 
to be a Free Trader, but 1 deny that Free 
Trade means no that commodity produced 
in this country ever shall be taxed for 
revenue. It would appear from the argu- 
ments which have been brought forward 
that any article that is not produced in 
thiscountry may be taxed for the purpose of 
revenue, but no article that is produced in 
the country may beso taxed. Tea, sugar, 
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coffee, tobacco—any article produced out- 
side the country—can be taxed, but it 
would be considered Protection to tax 
them if they were produced in this coun- 
try.. If I may be allowed to prophesy, I 
would say that twenty years hence it is 
quite possible that wheat will cease to be 
produced in this country, and in that 
event the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might congratulate the country upon the 
fact that as wheat was no longer produced 
at home he would be able to tax it. I 
call that riding the hobby of Free Trade 
to an absurd degree. Free Trade is very 
well in itself, but there are occasions 
when it is absolutely necessary for the 
sake of revenue to tax even commo- 
dities that are produced in this country 
There is no doubt that owing to the 
declaration of peace, at which we all 
rejoice, the expenditure will be reduced 
in the coming year. But we must remem- 
ber that two or three years ago there was 
a Report presented by a Commission ap- 
pointed to consider local taxation, in 
which it was advocated that several oner- 
ous services which have hitherto been 
paid by rates should be placed on the 
national Exchequer. In order to 
do that it is necessary that there 
should be additional revenue raised, 
and I am of opinion that there can 
be no fairer way of raising revenue 
for these national services than by this 
registration duty on corn. We are told 
that it will cost each member of the com- 
munity 9d. or 10d. per head. Is that too 
much for each individual to pay for 
education? I think it would not be a 
bad plan to call this tax on corn the 
Education Tax. Every member of the 
community should pay something towards 
education, and I think that if by placing 
a rig, apg duty on corn some assistance 
can be given out of the public funds for 


education of the people of this country, 


we have no reason to object to it. It is 
on those — that I gladly support 
the Second Reading of this Bill, and I am 
confident that this tax, which has been so 
much attacked in some quarters, will meet 
with a great deal of approval from a large 
portion of His Majesty’s subjects in the 
country. 


*Lorp FARRER: My Lords, I should 
not venture to address your Lordships at 
this late hour were it not that I feel that 
Members of this House are in the un- 
happy position of being the only Eng- 
lishmen who are taxed without being 
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represented, and, therefore, unless an 
unfortunate Peer may make some remarks 
in this House on taxes of which he does 
not approve he has no opportunity of 
doing so elsewhere. In fact, I have often 
wondered that some enterprising Member 
of your Lordships’ House has not ascer- 
tained whether it is really necessary to 
pay taxes at all, for since 1297 it has been 
a constitutional maxim that there shall 
be no taxation without representation. 
However that may be, I think it is quite 
obvious that we who call ourselves Free 
Traders of the old school ought to make 
an emphatic protest with regard to the 
corn tax. I ask your Lordships to con- 
sider the history of what we now call Free 
Trade. It was really the hunger of the 
people that led to riot and to revolution, 
and it led governments, who are, after all, 
influenced by the people, to see that some 
change must be made in our fiscal policy, 
I recollect very well my father, who in 
his early days was very much opposed to 
a system of complete freedom, told me 
how as a boy he had seen six people, who 
were practically starving, condemned to 
death for stealing oats out of a stack. 
Though I admit that the conditions of 
the country have entirely altered since 
that date, I do not think we ought to 
rashly change the basis on which the 
taxation has rested, and which, I venture 
to think, has so enormously improved the 
prosperity of the country. Noble Lords 
opposite have ridiculed the idea of Pro- 
tection, but, after reading the speech of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer on June 
26th, I, for my part, fail to see the differ- 
ence between this and the ordinary theory 
of Protection. Ido not wish to elaborate 
the arguments that have been put forward 
as to this tax pressing heavily upon the 
very r. It presses heavily on one 
class that is not represented at all—the 
poorest of poor women in the towns. It 
is admitted by economists that four-fifths 
of the taxes on articles of consumption 
are paid by the working classes, and it is, 
in my opinion, extremely hard to place 
this additional burden on them at a time 
when others—I refer, amongst other 
measures, to the Agricultural Rates Act— 
are being given exemptions. 

Thereis another objection to this tax, and 
I do not think it is sufficiently recognised in 
the country, and that is the danger of he 
Trust system which is coming among us. 
For my part I look with very great fear 
at these enormous corporations. Hitherto 
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every Trust of any importance which has | 
attempted to raise prices in this country 
has failed because of our Free Trade policy. | 
If we once put a duty, however small, on to | 
many other articles, my opinion is that | 


these Trusts will be enormously helped. | The House met at Tweel the Cock. 


There is another objection which has not | 
had sufficient attention paid to it, namely, | 


the extraordinary complication of the 


Customs system which these taxes involve. | 


Even in this case the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has had to elaborate a system 
of drawbacks and to make differential 
duties in favour of maize. 


dinary prosperity which our system of 
Free Trade has brought about. I will 
take the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
own figures. 
1836 was £52,000,000, and in 1896 
£112,000,000 ; while the popuiation 
only increased from 24,000,000 to 
40,000,000. It is obvious that if that 
increase had gone on in the same propor- 
tion there would have been no reason to 
change our fiscal system at all. What is 


the reason that it is necessary? In my 
opinion it is the reckless expenditure, not 
only war expenditure, but expenditure of 


ail kinds, which we are now indulging in. 
I would call your Lordships’ attention to 


the enormous increase in the Army and | 


Navy Expenditure. In 1837 the Army 


and Navy cost £12,000,000; in 1857 | 
in 1887, +£30,000,000; | 
and today, excluding altogether the war | 
cost | 


£25,000,000 ; 


expenditure, those services 
£61,000,000. During the last two 


Administrations alone the ordinary 


Ido not think | 
we have sufficiently realised the extraor- | 


The national revenue in | 


| THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
; The CLERK at the Table informed the 
| House of the unavoidable absence of the 
| Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


{ ——— 


| PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker faid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
_case of the following Bills, originating in 
'the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
‘not previously inquired into, and which 
| are applicable thereto, have been complied 
| with, viz. :— 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill [Lords], 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]. 
Swansea Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Taff Vale Railway Bill [Zords]. 


| Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


| second time. 


Army and Navy expenditure has increased | 

from £35,500,000 to £61,000,000, and the PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
normal expenditure of the year has| (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
increased from £94,000,000 to! | THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 
£129,000,000. My own belief is thatno| Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
nation can possibly stand this ratio of | Report from one of the Examiners of 
increase, and I maintain that the safest | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
course for us to adopt would be to recon- | case of the following Bill, originating in 
sider our policy in this respect and not | the Lords, referred on the First Reading 
add small and irritating taxes to our thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
system of finance. I would point out that | applicable thereto have been comp ied 
this is only going back to the Tory policy | with, viz. :— 


of 200 years ago, when the thing that the | : 2) RB 
Tory Party most advocated was a reduc- | [ Larus] Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
. 


tion in the standing Army. 3 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2*: | Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


Committee negatived; and Bill to be | time tomorrow. 
a j 
dead 3° Tomorrow. HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Seven o'clock, till To-| Lords Amendments considered, and 
morrow, a quarter past Four agreed to 

2B2 


o’clock. 
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LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(KING'S CONSENT SIGNIFIED). Petition from Old Monkland, in favour ; 
Third Reading postponed under Order | to lie upon the Table. 
Ae May] till Wednesday next, at the 
vening Sitting, by the Chairman of LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 
Ways and Means. Petition from Westminster, for altera- 


tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
BOUCKIE \CRAIGENROAN) HARBOUR 
(CRAIG ) : 

ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


ROTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) | .. Petition from Lambeth, in favour ; to. 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. lie upon the Table. 

Read a second time; to be considered 

upon Monday next. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. yee tira tw ae ENG- 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- . aot cl 


a “ : Return presented, relative thereto. 
whe 5 Sagem fo tie [ordered 24th April.—Mr. Lough]; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 256.] 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ISLE OF MAN. 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. Account presented, of revenue and ex- 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro penditure for the year ended 31st March, 


bi eal “ :,| 1902, with the Report of the Comptroller 
Sarthe te - yy at Rapert % Be and Auditor General thereon [by Act] 


> 


Bill, as amended, to Le considered | lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


tomorrow. [No. 257.] 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. | QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report | ' no 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. CIECULAIED WITH THE VOTES. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. East India paiiwar _Sentenete for 
That they have agreed to :— | Lowy 
: “ ‘ - | Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON (Hull, 
oe t Water bill, without Amend. | W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 


, : . : | India whether the East India Railway 
Leicestershire and Warwickshire Elec- | },,\. placed an order for locomotives 


tric Power Bill, with Amendments. | pee in lag ac 





Amendments to :— . |  (Answer.) I am informed? that an 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation | order for thirty-two locomotives was 
piansic. Bill [Zords), without | placed by the East Indian Railway Com- 
Amendment. |pany with a German firms which 

. | tendered at a price nearly 20 per cent. 

PETITIONS. 'lower, and for delivery nearly,25 per 


BURGH POLICE AND sabia os eeentinid | cent. sooner than the English firm whose 
c (SCOTLAND) BILL. tender stood next.—(Jndia Office.) 


Petition from Arbroath, in favour ; to | Burma Oil Fields. 


lie upon the Table. | Mr. BONAR LAW£(Glasgow, Black. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | friars): To ask the Secretary?of State 
BILL. 'for India whether he is aware of the 

Petitions against: From Maulden;| anxiety prevailing among those who 
Hull; Wolverhampton East; Ampthill ;| have invested capital in the oil fields of 
Plymouth; Luton (six); Radnor; and | Burma arising out of rumours in that 
Bolton ; to lie upon the Table. |country that representatives of the 
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Standard Oil Company of America were; he will say how many telegraphists in 


seeking to obtain from the Government 
concessions of oil lands; and whether 
he can give an assurance that the 
Standard Oil Company will not be per- 
mitted to obtain a footing in these 
fields. 


(Answer.) I have ascertained that the 
Standard Oil Company have not obtained 
the prospecting licence which they 
sought from the Indian Government.— 
{ India Office.) 

India—Savings Banks Deposits. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will state the nature of the securities 
in which private deposits in the postal 
savings banks of India are invested, the 
rate of interest allowed on deposits, and 
the average balance to the credit of each 
depositor. 


(Answer.) The savings banks deposits 
ate not invested in the purchase of 
securities, but held as part of the 
balances available for the general pur- 
poses of the Government of India. The 
rate of interest is 3} per cent. On the 
31st of March, 1901, the average balance 
at the credit of each depositor was about 
123 rupees.—(India Office.) 


H.M.S. ‘“‘Condor”—Engine-Room Staff. 
Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
{Woolwich): To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he will state in 
detail the total of the engine room 
department on board H.M.S. “ Condor” 
when she was lost; and also whether 
the vessel was in any way short of 
complement in the engine-room. 


(Answer.) The engine-room staff on 
board H.M.S. ‘‘Condor,” at the time of 
the loss of that vessel, consisted of 1 


engineer, 3 engine room 
artificers, 3 chief stokers, 3 leading 
stokers, 16 stokers. Except for the 
fact that one of the three engine-room 
artificers was borne in lieu of a chief 
engine-room artificer, the vessel was 
not in any way short of complement in 
the engine-room.—( Admiralty.) 
Telegraph Officials—Pay and Duties. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 


To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 


artificer 





the cable-room, Central Telegraph 
Office, are now at the £160 maximum, 
and how many have been at that 
maximum for four years and upwards ; 
to what extent supervising and senior 
duties in that branch are, owing to the 
withholding of the proper appointments, 
continually delegated to officers of a 
lower grade; and whether, in view of 
the admission of the Postmaster General 
in August 1899, in reply to a memorial 
that the position of affairs was far from 
satisfactory, he will say what steps will 
be taken to provide the remedy asked 
for. 


(Answer.) There are sixty-four tele- 
graphists now in the cable-room 
receiving £160 a year, the maximum 
of their scale, and of these forty-three 
have been at the maximum for four 
years and upwards. With regard to the 
question of temporary delegation of 
senior duties to junior officers, and the 
provision of additional superior appoint- 
ments, the Postmaster General would 
refer the hon. Member to the answer 
given in reply to his question in the 
House on the 15th April last.+ (Post 
Office.) 


Criminal Law—Case of Mrs. H. J. Cox. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S$.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will re- 
consider the case of Mrs. Hannah 
Johnson Cox, who was ordered at the 
Staffordshire Assizes on 24th July, 1901, 
to be detained during His Majesty’s 
pleasure. 


(Answer.) I have called for a report on 
this case, and will, after its receipt, 
inform the hon. Member of the decision 
arrived at.—( Home Office.) 


Berlin Treaty of 1878, Article 44. 

Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, W.): 
To ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he will state what 
obligation attaches to this country and 
the other Powers, signatory to the 
Treaty of Berlin, 1878, in respect of 
the observance of Article 44, and 
what representations the Government 


+ See (4) Debates, CVI., 283. 
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has made or proposes to make to the|has arisen as to the limits of any 
Roumanian Government and the co-| likin free area, no doubt, the circum- 
signatories of the Treaty of Berlin on | stance will be reported to us.---(Foreign 


the subject. 


(Answer.) The obligation in respect 
of the observance of Article 44 of the 
Treaty of Berlin rests with the 
Roumanian Government, and for the 
observance of this obligation that 
Government is responsible to the 
Powers signatory of the treaty. The 
Roumanian Government have always 
maintained that none of their legislation 
is based on any difference of religious 
creeds, and that the conditions of Article 
44 have consequently been observed. | 
His Majesty’s Government have, how- 
ever, made representations to the. 
Roumanian Government with a view | 
of securing a full and practical inter- | 
pretation of the Article in question, | 


| 


Office.) 


| Gambling in Food Stuffs—Continental 
and Canadian Legislation. 

| Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St."Patrick): 
'To ask the President of the;Board of 
| Trade, in view of the character of the 
reports furnished by the Foreign Consuls 
| regarding the working of legislation to. 
| check the gambling in futures, whether 
he will cause inquiries to be made and 
|a report issued, up to date, respecting 
| the progress and effect of the legislation 
governing options in food stuffs in 
Russia, Switzerland, Canada, and 


Germany. 


(Answer.) The Foreign Office has been 


and they will continue to take such asked to obtain Reports from His 
steps as they may consider best calcu- Majesty’s representatives in European 
lated to attain this object. We have | Countries. Similar information shall 
no reason to believe that the other, be obtained with regard to Canada. 
Powers co-signatories of the Treaty of —(Board of Trade.) 

Berlin would view with favour joint | 


action in regard to this matter.—(Foreign | 


Office.) | 


Lichfield Rifle Range. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 


China—Likin and Import Duties. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
official information to show that the 
likin Office at Canton seeks to impose 
a 5 per cent. duty in addition to the 
usual 5 per cent. customs duty on 
yarns, and that new import duties are 
being imposed at Swatow and elsewhere 
in China ; and, if so, will he say whether 
the consent of Great Britain and the 
other Powers have been given, and 
what steps the Government intend to 
take to prevent such imposition within 
likin free areas in China. 


(Answer.) No taxation of goods in 
addition to the import duty can be 
imposed within a likin free area, and 
if this has been done at Canton or 
elsewhere, representations would at 
once be made in the proper quarter 
by His Majesty’s representatives, and 
we have received no information of 
such representations. If any dispute 


| (Staffordshire, Lichfield): To ask the 
| Secretary of State for War if he will 
| state what steps have been taken by 


|the War Office for making a rifle 
|range near the Lichfield barracks 
since the site was approved by the 
| military authorities five years ago, and 
'the approximate yearly cost of sending 
troops by train from Lichfield to rifle 


ranges elsewhere. 


(Answer.) About half of the land 
required for this range has been acquired, 
and it is hoped that the remainder will 
be shortly obtained, as there is only one 
owner to deal with. The delay has 
arisen to a great extent in connection 
with the minerals which are supposed 
to exist below the site. The expense of 
sending the regular forces, when Lich- 
field is fully occupied, to ranges else- 
where would amount to between £400 
and £500, and for battalions of Militia 
when they train at Lichfield and go 
elsewhere for musketry, to between 
£150 and £200 per battalion —(War 


Office.) 
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Shipments of Explosives to South Africa. 

Mr. NORMAN : To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state approxi- 
mately what amounts of explosives have 
been shipped to South Africa in British 
and German vessels respectively during 
the past three years; and what are the 
approximate sums that have been paid 
for the freight of these explosives. 


(Answer.) No explosives have been 
shipped by His Majesty’s Government 
for South Africa in German vessels 
during the past three years. As regards 
explosives shipped in British vessels I 
regret that I am unable to furnish the 
information asked for, as it cannot be 
supplied without much time and labour 
being expended. The items are very 
numerous, and the shipments took place 
not only in the weekly packets but also 
in ships engaged specially at a lump 
sum to convey full cargoes of Govern- 
ment stores of various descriptions, and 
in transport and freight ships carrying 
troops.—( Admiralty.) 


Volunteers—Annual Grant and Efficiency 
Allowances. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether an officer or 
private of the Infantry Volunteers, who 
had been unable to attend the ten drills 
necessary to qualify him to attend camp 
and earn the camp allowance, is per- 
mitted to attend camp at the expense of 
the corps in order to put in the number 
of drills necessary for efficiency and the 
earning of the annual grant. 


(Answer.) Any infantry volunteer 
who has not completed his ten drills at 
the time his own corps goes into camp 
can qualify later in the year for camp 
and efficiency allowances by attending 
before 30th September—(a) a provisional 
camp ; (0) with a regular unit; (c) the 
camp of another volunteer unit. Any 
cases not so met can be represented by 
the general officer commanding for the 
consideration of the Secretary of State 
for War.—(War Office.) 


Dominica—Roads—Cocoa Cultivation. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies what are the numbers, ex- 
tent, and objects of the experimental 
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plots of cocoa now being grown with 
Imperial money on the estates of private 
owners in the Island of Dominica; and 
rts show- 
ing that there is an area in this product 
at the Botanical Station of that island 
suitable for scientific experiment. 


Stir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he will state how much of the £15,000 
voted by Parliament for the construction 
of roads in the Island of Dominica has 
been expended on what is known as the 
Imperial Road of that island, and between 
what centres of population does this 
Imperial Road open communications ; 
whether this road has been constructed 
under the advice of the colonial engineer ; 
how many settlers have been induced by 
the facilities it created to buy land along 
this road, and what is the extent of the 
holding of each. 


(Answer.) About two-thirds of the 
Vote has been expended in prosecutin, 
the scheme of a road from the capital, 
Roseau, into the interior, and from a 
point in the interior down the Layou 
Valley to the sea. It would be im- 
possible to fully answer the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question except at great length, and 
after reference to Dominica; but with 
reference to this Question, and that as to 
cocoa cultivation, if he will appoint a 
time to call at the West Indian Sen 
ment of the Colonial Office, he will gladly 
be given such information as there is to 
hand.—(Colonial Office.) 


Labuan. 

Si THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
he is in a position to state the decision of 
the Colonial Office with regard to Labuan 
and the British North Borneo Company. 


(Answer.) I am now communicating 
my decision to the directors of the British 
North Borneo Company, and the hon. 
Member, if he will call at the Colonial 
Office, will receive full particulars of the 
decision on the various points raised.— 


(Colonial Office.) 


South Africa—Sale of Farms by Boer 
Captives. 


Mr. CATHCART WAESON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
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obtain information from South Africa as 
to alleged dispositions of landed property 
in the late Republics by Boer burghers 
while-in captivity, with the view of 
cancelling on fair terms transactions 
entered into under such circumstances. 


(Answer.) If there are any cases in 
which a prisoner of war considers that 
his ae has been taken advantage of 
to obtain a transfer of or a mortgage on 
his farm the matter will receive every 
consideration. But it is obvious that 
such cases can only be brought to 
light by the aggrieved If 
the hon. Member will furnish me 
with any specific instances of such 
transactions, or with any information 
which would lead to the disclosure of 
such cases, [ will.communicate with Lord 
Milner on the subject.—(Colonial Office.) 


{12.5.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Coal Stores at Malta. 

Lord) CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether he will state 
the increased space for coal storage at 
Malta that has been secured since 
January 1900, and at what cost; also 
the proportion by which the coal now 
in store at Malta has increased over the 
maximum: amount that was in store 
in January 1900; and what the pro- 
portion of coal stored at Malta was to 
the ih.p. of the Fleet in January 1900, 
and what the same proportion is at 
the present date. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD- Forster, Belfast, W.): 
It is not considered to be to the public 
advantage to give the detailed particulars 
asked for by the noble Lord. I may 
say, however, that in pursuance of 
orders given by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty on February 5, 1900, the 
store of coal at Malta has been pro- 
gressively and largely increased as 
additional storage space has become 
available, and that it is now adequate to 
supply the ordinary needs and to furnish 
a reserve for the high-powered ships 
which form the majority of the Fleet 
upon the station. 


In reply to a question by Mr. MarKHAM, 


which was inaudible in the Press Gallery, 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTERsaida certain 
proportion of patent fuel was stored 
at Malta in addition to coal. 


Naval Engineers. 

Lorpv CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty if he will state the number of 
engineer officers short in the Fleet, both 
at home and abroad, specifying the 
number in the following ranks, viz. : 
chief engineer, engineer, and assistant 
engineers, also the number of engine- 
room ratings short in the following 
ranks, viz.: engine-room artificers (stat- 
ing trades), boiler makers, engine fitters, 
also the number of stoker ratings short 
throughoutthe Fleet; also the number 
of engineers now doing duty in lieu of 
chief engineer, and the number of 
assistant engineers now doing duty in 
lieu of engineer; also the regulation 
number of engine-room ratings required 
at home ports for care and maintenance 
parties of battleships, first-class cruisers, 
second-class cruisers, third-class cruisers, 
gun vessels, and torpedo-boat destroyers 
respectively; and also the average 
number of engine-reom ratings employed 
at home ports, at the present date, for 
care and maintenance parties of the class 
of ships named in the preceding para- 
graph. 


ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
matters to which the noble Lord’s 
question refer areof importance. There 
is a shortage with respect to most of the 
ratings referred to in the first part of 
the question, and the Admiralty is care- 
fully considering the best method of 
obtaining the full numbers required. 
A complete reply to the Question involves 
a long series of figures and details which 
cannot conveniently be given in a verbal 
answer. It would probably be more 
satisfactory and convenient to the noble 
Lord to receive the information in a 
printed form. If, therefore, he will put 
down the Question unstarred for an 
early day I shall be happy to give the 
particulars under all the five headings 
into which the question is divided. 


Mr. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Can the hon. Gentleman say by 
what date he expects these shortages to 
be got rid of ? 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : No, Sir. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is 
it a fact that in the Engineering Depart- 
ment there have been practically no 
candidates at the last two or three 
competitions ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir ; 
I anticipate that the hon. Member refers 
to the case of the temporary assistant 
engineers, who form but a very small 
portion of the engineering staff. 


The “Sutlej.” 

Sirk WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty if be will say what was the 
nature of the breakdown of the machinery 
of His Majesty’s first-class cruiser “Sutlej” 
on her trials on 30th June, necessitating 
her return to Portsmouth instead of join- 
ing the Channel Squadron. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The trials 
of the “Sutlej” were interrupted by 
heated bearings The ship has gone 
round to Sheerness for the re-adjustment 
of the bearings in the dockyard. When 
full particulars of the work to be done 
have been received I shall be happy to 
communicate them to the hon. Member. 


Sirk WILLIAM ALLAN: Having re- 
gard to the numerous cases of breakdown 
in the case of first-class cruisers, will the 
hon. Gentleman recommend the Admiralty 


to appoint a Departmental Committee to | 


investigate the circumstances ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: These 
trials are instituted for the purpose of 
discovering defects, and there is no 
necessity for appointing a Departmental 
Committee to perform functions apper- 
taining to the Engineer-in-Chief. 


Sm WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 
give notice that at an early date I shall 
move for the appointment of a Select 
Committee to inquire into the causes of 
the breakdown of these first-class cruisers. 


Committee on Naval Reserve and Naval 
Volunteers. 

Mr. W. F. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abercrombie): I begtoask the Secretary 
tothe Admiralty whether the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the Naval 
Reserve and Naval Volunteers has made 
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its Report ; and, if so, whether the Re- 
port will be presented to this House ; and 
whether the Government has decided on 
any, and, if so, what policy with regard 
to forming corps of Naval Volunteers. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Com- 
mittee has not yet presented its Report, 
and therefore it would be premature at 
the present stage to make any statement 
with regard to its presentation to the 
House, or with respect to any action 
which may be taken in pursuance of the 
recommendations which the Committee 
may submit. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Has the taking of evidence 
been concluded ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am not 
sure, but I will inquire. 


Indian Agricultural Banks. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in view of the fact that 
the Committee which assembled in Simla 
last June, to consider the question of the 
establishment of mutual credit institu- 
tions in country districts for the benefits 
of the ryots and poorer classes of the 
community, have recommended the 
establishment of some such institution in 
the form of agricultural banks, he will 
state whether the various local govern- 
ments of India who have been consulted 
on the subject have yet sent in their re- 
ports ; and, if not, will he ascertain the 
cause of the delay. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I am not aware if the reports 
alluded to have been completed, but as 
all the governments concerned are fully 
alive to the importance of the subject I 
am satisfied that they will expedite their 
proceedings as rapidly as the intricacy of 
the subject permits. 


Indian Incomes. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, in view of the 
fact that in the year 1882 the income of 
the Indian people was officially estimated 
to be 14d. per head per day, will he state 
from what source the statistics on which 
this information was based were obtained. 
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LorpG. HAMILTON: The estimate 
in question was hypothetical, and based 
on a confidential enquiry made by Sir 
David Barbour some twenty to thirty 
years back. 


Indian Land Assessment. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India, whether in 
view of the fact that the Government of 
India have recently announced that in 
order to relieve ryots in distressed dis- 
tricts it has been decided to remit all 
arrears of land assessment to the extent 
of £1,321,500, he will state the amount 
of land assessment which will still be in 
arrear after effect has been given to the 
proposed remission. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON : The arrears of | 
land revenue outstanding in the five 
provinces after the remission of the sum 
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Questions. 

*THESECRETARY or STATE For tue. 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcu, 
Croydon): No decision has yet been 
arrived at, but I am not losing sight of 
the question. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): May I ask whether due considera- 
tion will be given to the unanimous 
resolution, passed by the Irish Unionist 
Party, in favour of placing the Moderator 
in the same position as the Primate 
of the Church of Ireland and the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Due consideration 
will be given to everything. 


Castlebaldwin Postal Arrangements, 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 


mentioned amounted to about £350,000, | whether a memorial has been received 
or between 3 and 4 per cent. of the land| by the Postmaster General from the 
tax of these districts. These arrears are | clergymen, magistrates, and people of 
of an ordinary character, all arrears due| the Castlebaldwin district of South 
to famine having been extinguished by | Sligo, drawing attention to the postal 
the remission above mentioned. | arrangements existing in that portion 


| of the county; and whether steps will 
| be taken to give effect to the request 


Technical Education in India. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for India whether the Govern- 
ment of India will consider the ex- 
pediency of establishing technical in- 
stitutes similar to the Victoria Technical 
Institute, Bombay, in other important 
centres of India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Govern- 
ment of India have at present under 
their consideration the best methods of | 
promoting technical education, and will, | 
no doubt, pay attention in this con- 
nection to the results of the Victoria | 
Jubilee Technical Institute at Bombay. 
This useful institution is, however, not a 
Government establishment. 





Irish Presbyterian Church—Precedence. 
Mr. WOOD. (Down Co., E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can state in 
what position the question of the pre- 
cedence of the Moderator of the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in | 
Ireland now stands, and whether a 
decision may shortly be expected. 





contained in the memorial. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvsTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The me- 
morial in question has been received, 
and inquiry is now being made on the 
matters referred to therein. The result 
will be communicated to the memorialists 
in due course. 


Irish Revenue and Expenditure. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the annual returns showing the separ- 
ate revenue and expenditure of Ireland 
can be issued before the day allocated 
to the discussion of Irish financial rela- 
tions ; and, if not, whether he would 
issue a provisional memorandum showing 
approximately the receipts of revenue 
in Ireland under the various heads for 
the year ending 3lst March, 1902, in 
the same manner as he did last year. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
hope that the Return will be issued to 
Members in a week or tendays. It does 


/ 
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not appear probable that the discussion 
alluded to by the hon. Member can take 
place earlier. 


South African War—Government Pay- 
ments to Reuter’s and Central News 
Agencies. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether any payments 
for cables have been made by His 
Majesty's Government through the 
Chartered Company to Reuter’s Agency, 
or the Central News Agency, during 
the war in South Africa, under the 
agreement made by the present Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs with the 
Chartered Company on the 11th January, 
1900. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN | 


This Question should be addressed to the 
Secretary for War. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Then I will ask 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for War. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The answer is no, Sir. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman tell me to what Department 
I should apply for the information ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I can- 
not. The answer to the Question, 
whether any payment has been made, 
is in the negative. 


Irish Congested Districts Board—Fallon 
Estate. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway,E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received a 
resolution from the Poor Law Guardians 
of the Mount Bellew Union, expressing 
disappointment at the refusal of the 
Congested Districts Board to make any 
offer for the purchase of the Fallon 
Estate which has been offered for sale to 
the Rushton tenants, on the ground that 
the lands in question are not in a con- 
gested district; and, whether, in view 
of the fact that the Congested Districts 
Board were inclined last February to 
purchase land in this district, and sent 
down their inspector with that purpose, 
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and, having regard to the condition of 
these tenants, he will induce the Con- 
gested Districts Board to reconsider their 
decision. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WYNDHaM, Dover) : 
The resolution has been received. The 
Board did not undertake to purchase 
the lands, but promised to consider the 
question of purchase. The Report sub- 
mitted to the Board does not, in its 
opinion, justify purchase, as it would be 
impossible to meet the needs of tenants 
whose lands have been damaged by a bog 
slide and at the same time bring in 
| migrants from a congested district. 





Royal Hibernian Academy. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
/aware that there is a great lack of 
‘facilities for the study of contemporary 
'art in Dublin as compared with that 
offered by the Scottish Academy at 
| Edinburgh; and whether he will re- 
‘commend the claims of the Royal 
| Hibernian Academy to greater considera- 
}tion in this respect. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
| what can be done in order to improve 
\the position of the Royal Hibernian 
Academy is now engaging the attention 
| of the Government. 


Irish Resident Magistrates—Mr. A. W. 
Harrel and Mr. R. L. Brown. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, §.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the dates of the appointments of 
Mr. A. W. Harrel and Mr. R. L. Brown 
as resident magistrates; how many pri- 
soners have they convicted during the 
last seven months under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, and on 
how many members of public boards have 
they imposed sentences with hard labour ; 
and whether steps will be taken to 
remove the disqualifications arising from 
these sentences. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Brown was 
appointed Resident Magistrate in April, 
1894; Mr. Harrel in August, 1900. 
; Eighteen persons were convicted by them 
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jointly under the Act during the past 
seven months. In none of these cases 
was a member of a public board sentenced 
to a term of imprisonment with hard 
labour. The disquaiification referred to 
at the end of the Question is a statutory 
disqualification which operates in England 
as well as in Ireland. It is not proposed 
to remove it. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., S.)— 
What is the relationship between Mr. 
Harrel and Sir D. Harrel of Dublin 
Castle? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. Knox M‘Intyre. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Alexander Knox M‘Intyre, 
an official assignee of the Bankruptcy 
Court in Ireland, has appeared at recent 
prosecutions in Clare under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, and 
also at Sligo, where Mr. M‘Hugh was to 
be tried on a charge of conspiracy ; and 
seeing that this gentleman is examined in 
these cases as an expert in handwriting, 
can he explain how this public officer can 
so frequently absent himself from his 
duties, whether fees or allowances are 
allowed him for these appearances, and 
whether it is in accordance with his 
directions that a public officer should 
appear in these cases; and whether he 
will obtain a correct account of the des- 
cription given of this gentleman by the 
Solicitor , eat for Ireland in a recent 
case in Dublin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. M'‘Intyre is 
an officer of the Court of Bankruptcy, 
appointed by the Judge of that Court, 
and removable by him. He is paid as 
such by fees, and is not an official of the 
Irish Government. He appeared in the 
cases referred to as an expert in hand- 
writing with the permission of the Judge 
of the Bankruptcy Court, and his duties 
in that Court were in no respect neglected. 
When so employed on behalf of the Crown 
he was remunerated according to the 
scale applicable to such witnesses. I am 
not aware that the Solicitor General has 
given any description of this gentleman 
recently, or in Dublin. The hon. and 


learned Member has probably in mind a 
portion of Mr. Campbell’s address to a 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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accepted office. He was counsel for the 


defence and made the usual remarks on 
expert evidence offered by the prosecution. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say what the 
remark was which was made by Mr. 
Campbell with reference to this gentle- 
man 1 


Mr. WYNDHAM: He warned the 
jury that expert evidence should be 
listened to with caution. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Did he des- 
cribe him as a “ perfect impostor?” Was 
that the phrase used by the present 
Solicitor General for Ireland with refer- 
ence to this official now employed as an 
expert witness in a Crown prosecution ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [am not aware of 
it. I understand it is not unusual for 
counsel to animadvert on expert evidence. 


Ex-Sergeant Sheridan. 

Mr, TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what 
opportunity was afforded to James 
McGoohan, of Aughoo, Ballinamore, to 
produce evidence at the private inquiry 
into the crime committed on his property 
on 7th November, 1899, by ex-Sergeant 
Sheridan and Reid ; and whether he can 
explain why the decision was arrived 
at without hearing the testimony of 
McGoohan and his son. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One of the 
McGoohans made a statement to the 
officers who conducted the inquiry. The 
matter was carefully investigated but no 
evidence was forthcoming to show that 
the loss sustained by McGoohan was in 
any way traceable to the action of 
Sheridan. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman re-open the inquiry ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Army Veterinary Department. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it has been os ht to his 
notice that the Council of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons have 























Questions, 
determined, unless certain concessions are 
made in the new warrant for the Army 
Veterinary Department, to advise their 
graduates not to enter the Army; and 
whether, in view of the fact that every 
veterinary medical society in the United 
Kingdom has passed a similar resolution, 
and that for some years the supply of 
candidates for the Army Veterinary 
Department has been insufficent, he will 
give consideration to the suggestions of 
these veterinary societies, 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. I have 
received a letter to this effect from the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
and the president has been informed that 
the questions involved are under con- 
sideration, but I cannot promise that 
the concessions demanded can all be 
made. 


CapTtaAIN NORTON: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman carefully consider the 
question of thé Army rank—which is the 
main question ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Yes, but considera- 
tion has been given to it before and it 
has now been found practicable to grant 
the concession. 


Miiney Chaplains—Rev. Robert Scott 
d the East Down Election. 

Mr. “WOOD, (Down Co., E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the Rev. 
Robert Scott, of Clough, County Down, 
was removed from the Chaplaincy of 
the Military Camp, Ballykinlor, County 
Down, immediately after the East Down 
election in February last ; and whether 
he will state the reasons for Mr. Scott's 
dismissal. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The appointment 
and removal of clergymen in such cases 
rest entirely with the local military 
authorities, and in the interests of de 
centralisation, I must decline to interfere 
with their discretion. I have no know- 
ledge of the circumstances, nor have I 
any reason to suppose they are con- 
nected with any election. 


Mr. WOOD: In consequence of the 
unsatisfactory nature of the answer, I 
give notice that I will eall attention to 
the scandalous treatment of this minister 
on the War Office Vote. 


{3 Juzy 1902} 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the right 


hon. Gentleman asked for any explana- 
tion of the rev. gentleman’s dismissal ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. I consider 
it a matter to be dealt with by the local 
military authorities. If I am to over- 
haul their action whenever that gives 
rise to Questions in this House, it will be 
impossible to give effect to the principle. 
of decentralisation. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in consequence of 
statements made—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must take some other 
opportunity of raising the question. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: But threats were 
used to this clergyman, and have been 
carried out. 

South African War—Irish-American 

Prisoners. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state how many Irish-Ameri- 
cans were made prisoners during the 
recent war in South Africa; and 
when it is proposed to set these men at 
liberty. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware 
of the numberof Irish-American prisoners 
of war: their release will proceed on 
the same lines as that of other prisoners 
of war. 


Chartered_Company— 
Directorship. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Government propose to take any, 
and, if so, what, action with reference 
to the appointment of Mr. Beit to 
a directorship of the’ South African 
Chartered Company, having regard to 
the fact that the acceptance by 


¢ Beit’s 


the Chartered Company of Mr. Beit’s 
resignation of a directorship of that 
company was enforced by the Colonial 
Office in May, 1896, under threat of 
proceedings against the charter of that 
Company. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Coamperwatn, Bir- 
mingham, W.): His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment do not propose to take any action 
in this matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That is 
not the Question. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, it is. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I asked 
whether Mr. Beit was compelled to 
resign owing to the pressure—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not the Question of the hon. Member. 
It is whether the Government prepose to 
take any action with respect to the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Beit. That Question 
has been answered. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Am I 


correct in stating these circumstances ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, I do 
not accept the statement of fact. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I propose 
to ask a Question arising out of the answer, 
but you will not allow me. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman has given an express answer 
to the Question, and it cannot be debated. 


Governor Generalship/of Australia. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND. Clare.E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in view of the circum- 
stances connected with the retirement of 
Lord Hopetoun from the Governor 
Generalship of Australia, the Government 
will make arrangements to increase from 
Imperial sources the salary paid by the 
Australian Government to the holder of 
the office of Governor. General in the 
future. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: His 
Majesty’s Government see no reason to 
alter the arrangements under which the 
Governor General and Governors of self- 
governing colonies are now appointed. 


South Africa—Censorship—Alleged 
special facilities for 
“Times” Correspondents. 
Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, why 
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Moneypenny, the Johannesburg corres- 
pondent of The Times, which enables this 
gentleman to cable freely to The Times ; 
and whether he will ask the authorities in 
South Africa for an explanation why they 
allowed The Times correspondent to cable 
certain statements relating to the views of 
General L. Botha on the suspension of the 
Cape Constitution which General Botha 
has since stated are untrue, while the 
authorities refused to allow the corres- 
pondents of certain London papers to cable 
a report of a letter of Lord Milner pub- 
lished in the Cape Argus paper advocating 
the suspension of the Constitution. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa- 
tion on this matter, and I am not prepared 
to make any enquiries on the subject. 
So long as the censorship continues, it 
must be administered locally in South 
Africa. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Is the reason why 
the correspondents of certain London 
newspapers have not been allowed to cable 
because they held, in the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Department, “anti- 
British views ” ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: 1 have no informa- 
tion on the subject. If from the beginning 
I had to ask about every particular tele- 
gram that came through, I should take up 
the whole time of the authorities in South 
Africa. 


Business of the House—Navy and Army 
Estimates. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can assure the House that 
there will be further opportunity for dis- 
cussing Vote 12, Navy Estimates, at an 
evening sitting before the end of July. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) : Is it not a fact that this Vote has 
been put down twice specially to suit the 
convenience of the noble Lord, and before 
making any new fixture will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider other questions 
relative to the Vote which cannot be dis- 
cussed until the House has the official 
Papers before it ? 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.): 
It is the fact that the Vote has been 
discussed twice. I am afraid that I can- 
not give the assurance for which my noble 
friend asks. 





special privileges are accorded to Mr. 
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Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
Might not time be found if three or four 
all-night sittings were taken for the 
Education Bill ? ' 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : When 
‘does the right hon. Gentleman propose to 
give an “ig Ot to discuss the progress 
under the Naval Works Act ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
any pledge or promise on the subject at 
the present moment. 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether opportunity 
will be given for discussing the Vote for 
the salary of the Secretary of State for | 
War ; and, if so, whether he can name the 
day. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
an absolute promise as to the day, but as | 
at present advised it will probably be this | 
day fortnight, at the afternoon sitting. 





Military Charges on India, 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of the fact 
that the Government of India estimate 
that the additional pay to the British 
Army will throw an extra burden of 
£226,000 on the people of India for the 
year 1902-3 for the maintenance of Euro- 
pean troops in India, will he consider 
the expediency of defraying out of Im- 
perial taxation half the extra amount. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
whether any additional charge, and, if so, 
what charge, is involved by the new 
arrangement is one upon which I am not 
at present in a position to make any 
statement. 


Questions to Ministers, 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) had a Question on the Paper addressed 
to the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture with reference to the prevalence of 

landers in the metropolis. As the 
Minister was not in his place to answer 
the Question when it was called, the hon. 
Member asked the Speaker whether he 
could put it down again as a starred 
Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that, as the 
Minister was not present, the Question 





could be put down again. 
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Education Vote. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : It is difficult to identify 
the Votes by their numbers, but I under- 
stand that the Education Vote has been 
put down for the morning and evening 
sittings today. Doesthe right hon. Gentle- 
man contemplate going on with it? I 
think that many Members will probably 
be taken by surprise if it is taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Vote has 
already been discussed, and I blame my- 
self for not having asked the House to 
come to a decision upon it when it was 
last under consideration. It will be a 
convenience if the Government can get 
the money to which the Vote applies, 
Vote I. is the item to which I refer, but 
if there is any objection to take Vote 7, I 
certainly shall not take it this evening. 
It is the fag-end of the Vote that I am 
particularly anxious about. 
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POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from tlie 
Select Committee, with Minutes of 
F idence. 


Xeport to lie upon the Table, and to 
be pr.nted. [No. 258.] 


Bill, as amended, re-committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House for to- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 262.] 


SUPPLY. 
IFTEENTH ALLOTTED DaAy.] 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
chair. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Cuass II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £35,150, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Department of His 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs.” . spas) 3, SB a Yi 
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*(2.40.) Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 
cestershire, Forest of Dean) said that in 
a speech of the present year on forei 
affairs, the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (11th January, The Times 13th 
January) boasted that, although his 
colleagues had received an “evil legacy ” 
from Lord Rosebery in 1895, the present 
Government had settled everything in 
a satisfactory manner. The treatment 
of questions relating to Siam, Venezuela, 
Samoa, and other places had been so 
many triumphs, and the Government 
had “ grappled successfully with all these 
questions.” He would not be tempted to 

o back: he had had his say upon them 
fore; and, whatever might have been 
the weakness of the policy of the Govern- 
‘ment in the matters mentioned by the 
Colonial Secretary, the loss of the Italian 
alliance and the distracted wobbling of 
our policy in China concerned matters 
even more important, and was likely to 
have results even more sadly lasting. The 
Colonial Secretary, when he “settled every- 
thing,” did not name the most dangerous of 
allourforeignaffairs—Newfoundland. The 
only information with regard to it which 
had been given by the Government since 
last year’s debate was misleading. The 
Secretary of State prefaced his answer by 
saying— 

‘*T have inquired at the Foreign Office, and 
find that--—-” 

A curious form of reply—and added— 

‘*His Majesty’s Government has been in 

communication with the Government of France 
on this question.” 
He challenged the Government as to 
what communication had been made to 
France in reference to the question. The 
French Government had declared that 
nothing had passed except that the Govern- 
ment of France had asked for compensa- 
tion as to one real and one doubtful 
case of arson on the so-called French shore. 
What had passed in fact? He did not 
think that the Government had been 
frank on the question, but he wished to 
pass to another and more important 
matter. 

An extraordinary change had taken 
place since last year’s discussion without 
attracting attention in this country. He 
blamed the policy of the Government for 
the loss of our longstanding mutual 
alliance with Italy. While the Treaty 
with Japan had been represented as 
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a new departure, a maritime alliance | having only asked for them in order to 
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for the maintenance of the status quo, 
it had been forgotten that we had had 
and had lost a similar relation with 
Italy in the Mediterranean. Lord 
Palmerston’s assistance to Italy in the 
Garibaldian expedition, when British 
agents in civil uniform accompanied 
Garibaldi on his entrance to the Italian 
capitals, and Mr. Gladstone’s long friend- 
ship with that country, had brought 
about a virtual alliance which in Feb- 
ruary, 1887, became an actual alliance, 
though not by treaty. Notes were ex- 
changed by us with Italy which meant a 
maritime alliance for the defence of the 
status quo in the Mediterranean and the 
adjacent seas,—the Adriatic and the 
Ionian, and a speech was made by 
Admiral Hewitt at an Italian banquet 
a little later, in which he used language 
which confirmed the Italian accounts 
of the notes exchanged. This arrange- 
ment, undisturbed by Mr. Gladstone 
and Lord Rosebery, was still in force in 
1896 when Mr. Goschen, as First Lord 
of the Admiralty, referring to Italy 
in the House, declared that if we had 
to fight in the Mediterranean “we 
should not stand alone.” The maritime 
importance of such a virtual alliance as 
that referred to by Mr. Goschen was 
illustrated by the most recent writing 
of the American Author, Mahan, who was 
regarded as the highest authority upon 
naval politics and strategy, and who 
agreed with our Admiralty in his opinion 
of the vital nature to our Empire of 
the command of the Mediterranean Sea. 
Lord Salisbury, who had already deeply 
wounded Italian feeling in the case of 
Tunis, was ‘incautious enough to con- 
clude an arrangement with France as 
to the eventual disposition of the hin- 
terland of Tripoli, of which the French 
Foreign Minister made use to anger the 
Italians. Last winter, the able re- 
presentative of France at Rome, M. 
Barrére, succeeded in concluding a 
special arrangement between France 
and Italy with regard to future dis: 
turbance of the status quo in the Mediter- 
ranean. .We knew from the French 
and from the Italian explanations that 
it provided for the transfer by Italy to 
France of the eventual rights in the hin- 
terland of Tripoli which we had gone out 
of our way to recognise to France, France 
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give them again to Italy. We knew 
also from the Italian explanations that 
the future of Tripoli itself was provided 
for and that Albania was also considered 
in connection with any future disturbance 
in the Mediterranean and the adjacent 
seas—that was in the Adriatic—of that 
status quo which the Italians had 
previously undertaken with us to respect 
and to cause others to observe. There 
was some question whether Morocco was 
also included, and everyone knew the 
danger of that subject. Some Members 
of the House might think that the rela- 
tions between Italy and ¥rance did not 
matter much, because Italy was in the 
Triple Alliance and France was not—they 
were in a different grouping in the 
political system. But theirs was a pre- 
histeric view, for after all no one now 
believed in the risk of a continental land 
war. Naval wars were much cheaper, 
and consequently much more likely to 
arise. The Mediterranean was a much 
more dangerous matter. Count Von 
Biilow had spoken of the pleasure with 
which Germany contemplated special 
arrangements between Italy and France 
with regard to the Mediterranean, and he 
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could not but think that those arrange- 
ments had entirely upset our situation in 
the Mediterranean. We mightlookforward 
eventually to some danger in the direction 


of Morocco. It certainly could not be 
denied that the Anglo-Italian understand- 
ing for the maintenance of the status quo 
had been replaced by a Franco-Italian 
understanding which, if it had any mean- 
ing, concerned the disruption of the 
status quo, and that, in face of this latter 
arrangement, the maritime alliance 
between ourselves and Italy, to which the 
late First Lord of the Admiralty alluded 
when he said that we should not fight 
alone, was at an end. In other words the 
new arrangement exactly negatived 
the previous arrangement between Italy 
and ourselves. Our new maritime alliance 
had been claimed asa triumph for our 
diplomacy. It was undoubtedly an 
alliance which we could have had at an 
time for the asking, and which probably, 
if we ought to have had it at all, we 
ought to have had sooner. 

For a system of such maritime alliances 
there was a great deal to be said. The 
greatest value of the Japanese alliance, 
according to the noble Lord the Member 


for Woolwich, consisted in the use in the | 


event of war of the harbours of Japan as a 
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naval base. That was the great value of 
the Italian alliance in the event of Medi- 
terranean war.. If the Government were 
to be praised for the Japanese alliance, 
they must certainly be blamed for 
the loss of the virtual alliance with 
Italy which Lord Salisbury had put 
into Notes. The Japanese treaty was, 
of course, vague; and the question of 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
West Monmouth, ‘‘ What is the status 
quo in Manchuria?” remained un- 
answered. The treaty could not include 
Chinese Turkestan and Mongolia, and 
seemed destined to eventual failure as 
regarded Manchuria, Japan being mainly 
interested in the Korean peninsula. He 
confessed he could not understand the 
position of his hon. friend the Member 
for Barnsley, who desired an understand- 
ing with Russia, but approved of the Jap- 
anese treaty; propositions which appeared 
to him to be contradictory. When an 
understanding with Russia was proposed 
he wished to know something a little 
definite. What were we to yield? 
What were we to secure? At one time 
those who desired this understanding 
wished to offer Northern Afganistan. 
Now his hon. friend the Member for 
South Wolverhampton wished to offer a 
port on the Persian Gulf, while his hon. 
friend the Member for Barnsley did not. 
Personally, he was opposed to giving 
away things not ours. Our Japanese 
treaty appeared to imply a policy which 
was hostile to that of Russia, and 
divergent from that of Germany. When 
we considered the feeble inconsequence of 
our policy in China we must remember 
the sequence of events. First came 
the invitation to Russia to occupy an 
ice-free port, that is to come across 
Manchuria to Port Arthur. Next the 
declaration that the promise to respect 
Korea obtained by a former Govern- ~ 
ment had been made by Russia, not to 
us, but to China only. Then came the 
encouragement to Germany as to Shan- 
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y|tung. Then the occupation of Wei-Hai- 


Wei on strategic grounds, now repudiated 
by the present First Lord of the Admir- 
alty. Then the Anglo-Russian Agreement, 
apparently giving up Manchuria, as well 
as Mongolia and part of Chi-li, with the 
exclusive right of railway construction, 
seemingly in consideration of a similar 
right to us, i.e, a preferenze in the Yang- 
tsze Valley. Then the Anglo-German 
2C 
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understanding as to spheres of influence 
in railway construction, by which the 
German Government was apparently not 
to compete with us in the Yangtsze Valley, 
which was represented as being a British 
sphere. Then came the Anglo-German | 
agreement, celebrated by the Tory press | 
in Oct. 1900, as giving us a German 
alliance, and building up a wall against 
Russia: but in fact accurately represented 
by Count von Biilow as an abandonment 
of a Yangtsze sphere and recognition to 
Germany of preference in Shantung. 
Moreover, we had previously, in a despatch 
published in the Blue-book, contested 
that German preferential position in 
Shantung, which we had originally en- | 
coura, and which we had now) 
conceded. In his speech of the 4th 
March, on the Anglo-Japanese alliance, 
Count von Biilow again boasted of the 
Anglo-German agreement of Oct. 1900, 
which, in his opinion, did nothing except 
give up British and secure German 
interests. He condoled with the Govern- | 
ment about Count von Biilow. He was 
a most trying partner with whom to 
negotiate agreements, but he confessed 
that he had always thought with Count 
von Biilow that he got the best of the 
agreement which he secured. Count von 
Biilow ended his speech with a special fling 
against England by saying that Germany 
intended to leave a garrison at Shanghai 
—‘“especially in Shanghai.” Our Chinese 
policy had been a mass of contradictions. 

e had, indeed, committed so many | 





was | 
ing to| 


errors that the treaty with ae 


the only means left of preten 
repair them. 


The practical matters which had been 
left outstanding at the time of the debate | 
upon this Vote last year were still out- 
standing now. The latest reply as to 
negotiations as to Newchwang was 
unsatisfactory, and so was the account 
of the present position of the Tientsin 
land dispute between ourselves and 
Russia. The latter matter deserved 
examination. The Blue-book, China 
No. 7, 1901, with regard to it was 
issued immediately after the debate 
last year on the Foreign Office Vote. 
He could not but think that it was 
kept back on purpose, as the latest 
despatch upon the matter contained in 
it was dated the lst May, and the latest 
important despatches early in April. It 
told an extraordinary story. They now 
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knew from his hon. friend the Member 
for South Wolverhampton (page 415) 
that Li Hung Chang was a paid Russian 


agent— 

“Russia has lost7her friend at Court by the 
death of Li Hung Chang, who was a paid Rus- 
sian agent, and who, in the negotiations for the 
settlement, was acting all the time in the inter- 
ests of Russia. He served her well—as he had 
often done before.” 
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This paid Russian agent, without author- 
ity—the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
of State admitted last year ‘Li had prob- 
ably no legal right ”’—ceded to Russia at a 
most singular moment a concession of 
enormous size at Tientsin, between the 
British concession and the railway, and in 
cluding railway‘land which was part of a 
legal British security. The news of the con- 
cession was telegraphed home by news- 
papers in October, and the first British 
action in the Blue-book was taken in 
November on newspaper information. 
Yet it was afterwards contended that 
this exact concession was not really made 
until some months after the date at 
which the newspapers had told us all 
about it. The same thing h.d happened 
again lately, when they learned the details 
of the action of Russiain forcing them into 
the onerous conditions for the evacuation 
of Tientsin and then repudiating them 
from newspaper information, the Seong 
ment stating that they had no information 
of their own about the matter till a much 
later date. 


To return to the Tientsin land matter, 
the seizure and the concession both 
covered land belonging to the Northern 
Railway. The sole value of the land was 
given by the station of the railway whose 
property was seized, and, as the Consul 
General pointed out, the Russian Govern- 
ment took advantage of political compli- 
cations “ to acquire gratis a piece of land 
which British subjects have made valuable 
by forty years of effort.” He had been 
all ag gg yg eT ge the Blue book 
(China No. 7, 1901) proved the case— 
that the action of the Russians was de- 
liberate, and that it was not commercial ; 
that the site chosen for the enormous 
concession to which they helped them- 
selves was purposely chosen so as to make 
trouble with ourselves ; that it was taken 
opposite to the British concession, there 
being no “room for two lines of wharves” 
(Consul General, page 116), and intended 
“to bar the way from the British 
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concession to the railway.” He con- 
fessed that arbitration upon points of 
detail did not appear to him to 
meet the situation. The replies from 
time to time of the Foreign Office on 
this matter had not dealt with the 
question otherwise than truthfully, but 
they had never met the point. The 
noble Lord bewildered the House with 
little foggy truths. With regard to 
the new Tientsin question, which was still 
pending, he invited the noble Lord, if the 
telegrams which had been published in 
The Times each week had not been 
accurate, to tell the main outline of the 
real story. So far as they knew, they 
had been accurate, and either Russia or 
Germany, or both, appeared in an unpleas- 
ing light. The conditions for the evacua- 
tion of Tientsin agreed upon by the 
allied commanders seemed to him to have 
been wholly outside the - document 


which the Chinese must have regarded 
as concluding the discussion of all 
demands upon them—the final pro- 
tocol which settled the indemnities. The 
conditions even as cut down by the 
representatives of the six Powers at 
Peking appeared to still go far beyond our 
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who desired something more, namely, 
a treaty with Russia, asserted that there 
existed a secret treaty, with Germany con- 
cerning access to the Persian Gulf. The 
statement was distinctly made in “ All 
the Russias” by his hon. friend the 
Member for South Wolverhampton. He 
did not believe the fact, and he 
invited the noble Lord to inform them 
to the contrary. Such a treaty would 
be at variance with the doctrine laid 
down by the noble Lord this session, 
for it would constitute a disturbance 
of the status quo in the Gulf, and 
| would justify Russia. It would, in 
fact, be an invitation to Russia, similar to 
the unfortunate invitation which called 
her to Port Arthur. But he agreed with 
his right hon. friend the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Northumber- 
land, that they might try—as he would put 
it—by the personal intervention of the 
| Emperor, to remove between ourselves 
the cloud of suspicion and mistrust. The 
Government had made continual ad- 
vances to Germany which had constantly 
been repelled, and Germany had over and 
|over again got her way with us by rude- 
The close of the war placed us ina 





ness. 
more favourable position to adopt a 


rights. Then came the extraordinary | clearer policy and to state that policy 
incident of Russia withdrawing from an with a perspicuity which in itself was 
aes ge egg rg Eo a por pede d ony Mincly Pa 
sy we not during the year distin 

leaving the Japanese with England to | ourselves by the “irillianey of pe 
ae on China, — or without the | macy in China; we had failed to attempt 
help of Germany, the arrangement to | to remove the last great menace to peace ; 
which it was known that we and the| we had by opposing bungling stupidity 


Japanese were not favourable. 


On the main question he could not con- | 


cur with his hon. friends who thought that 
we could avoid all our difficulties by an 
arrangement with Russia, arrangements 
meaning the giving away of things 
which we had no title to give, without 
getting anything definite in return. 
Although, however, the Russian Gov- 
ernment was not a Government sym- 
pwthetic to Radicals—a Government 
which persecuted Protestants as well as 
Jews, and destroyed the constitutional 
liberties of the Finns—yet if not Russian 
Ministers who were here today and gone 
tomorrow, and had nothing behind 
them but the Emperor’s support, not 
Ministers but the Emperor himself 
wished for a frank understanding in the 
nature of a clear explanation and defini- 
‘tion of interests, he was all for it. Those 


|to genius unnecessarily l6st the Italian 
maritime alliance, essential, given the 
| position of the Italian ports, to our com- 
| plete success in any maritime war that 
'may be forced upon us. He begged to 
| move a reduction of the salary of the 
| Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That item A (Salaries, &c.) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the salary of the 
Secretary of State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


(3.20.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said he had seldom heard a more 
important speech than that which had 
just been delivered by the hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, or a 
more scathing indictment of the Foreign 
Office. With regard to the question of 
Newfoundland, it was and had been a 


2C2 
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standing disgrace to this country, and it| Baronet had said, and said truly, that 
was within his own personal knowledge | the great importance of the alliance to 
that nothing could be easier than to | us lay in the use of the Italian harbours. 
come to an understanding with France | He did not mind saying that he valued 
in all matters relating to the French | the harbours much more than the Fleet. 
shore. Undoubtedly, the French had He would rather seek an alliance with 
rights there, foolish as it was to grant | Spain, in order to have the use of Port 
them, and still more foolish to extend| Mahon. He believed it would be worth 





them, but those rights were capable of | 
being compensated. They were only | 
the rights of fishermen, and not terri-| 
torial rights in the ordinary sense, which | 
made it difficult to deal with another | 
nation. Every right which had been con- | 
ceded to France was perfectly capable. 
of being extinguished by compensation, | 
and he was stating what he knew to be 
the case when he said that no French 
Government during the last ten years, 
had shown themselves unwilling to listen | 
to proposals for compensation. This was | 
a matter which was threatening the 
most serious complications for which the | 
blame lay entirely with the Foreign | 
Office alone. The right hon. Gentleman 
had drawn attention to the relationships | 
existing between this country and Italy, 
and he used the word “alliance.” He 
thougit that was rather a strong term. 


*Srm CHARLES DILKE: I said 


‘“‘ virtual alliance.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that in | 
his opinion it was not absolutely an 
alliance but an understanding, and that | 
understanding dad now come to an end | 
because it was inconsistent with the. 
other arrangement made by Italy. This | 
other arrangement which has been made | 
by Italy raised a very serious side indeed 
of this question, especially in regard to 
Morocco, if it were true that there 
was some understanding between France | 
and Italy with regard to the eastern un- 
appropriated shores of the Mediterranean, 
and that most splendid and important 
country, Morocco. What it amounted to 
was that it was an alliance between 
France and Italy made with the consent | 
of Germany and Spain. That alliance | 
might bring about the most serious com- | 
plications that could possibly be conceived | 
in the Mediterranean. He did not quite | 


follow the right hon. Baronet in his view | 
of the importance of the new departures | 
with regard to our naval predominance | 
in the Mediterranean. The right hon. | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


| assurances ; 
| assurances were entirely violated, and 


while to make an offensive and defensive 
alliance with Spain, in order to secure 
the use of that port in the event of war 
in the Mediterranean. There was always 
this trouble with regard to any alliance 
or understanding. They never knew 
where they were. They were given 
what appeared to be the most precise 
in course of time those 


the violations explained away by the 
other party. He instanced the case of 
Persia. The nobie Lord had suggested 
by answers he had given that we had 
an agreement with Russia whereby we 
engaged to respect the integrity and in- 
dependence of Persia. The noble Lord 
knew perfectly well it was not true to 
say there was any such treaty. All that 


| existed was certain correspondence stat- 
'ing that that was our view and our 


object ; there was no engagement what- 


'ever, and he challenged the noble Lord 


to say there was. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 


| CRANBORNE, Rochester): Yes, there is. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
understanding with regard to Persia was 
contained in a correspondence which 
began in 1834. In that year Lord 
Palmerston wrote to Mr. Bligh ex- 
pressing— 

“The satisfaction of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment at the decision which has been taken by 
the Shah of Persia to nominate Mahommed 
Meerza as the successor to his throne; an 


| event which it is to be hoped will avert the 


danger of civil war in Persia on the next 


| demise of the Crown; and you will also say 


that His Majesty’s Government are gratified 
to find that the Governments of Great Britain 
and Russia are acting, with regard to the 
affairs of Persia, in the same spirit, and are 
equally animated by a sincere desire to main- 
tain, not only the internal tranquillity, but 
also the independence and integrity of Persia.” 


That was only a desire. What was the 


answer of Count Nesselrode in 1838? 
It was that the policy with regard to 
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Persia remained unchanged—and that | House, was to maintain its territorial 
was a policy of desire. Then in a letter integrity and independence. All that 
from St. Petersburg in 1839— | had occurred had recently been due to the 

“.. , As we consider that, on our part, we | action of Germany ; in fact to his mind 
may rely upon the intention and upon the | Germany appeared to be the one dis- 
desire which the British Cabinet has, on its | turbing Power of Europe. She wascon- 


part, expressed. , /tinually going about the world, and, 
Then in a letter from Lord Granville to! 5) the maxim quieta movera—if he might 
Lord A. Loftus in 1873— | so adapt it—trying to troublethe waters. 


‘*, .. Although no formal treaty or agreement |The whole of the recent Chinese War 


existed by which the two countries mutually | ‘ . : 

agreed to respect the integrity of Persia, yet... | acaes from German aggression. First of 

in the year 1834, an understanding was arrived | all it started the Boxer movement. That 
” 


at. | movement was entirely created by the 
What did Lord Granville mean by | seizure of Kian-Chow and the conduct of 
making the distinction which the Under | German troops in the province of Tient- 
Secretary of State now repudiated?|sin. That led to the seizure of Port 
The understanding was based on a/|Arthur by Russia, and of Wei- 
“sincere desire,” and nothing more;/|Hei-Wei by England, and that con- 


there was no treaty or agreement; there |catenation of events brought about 
: , ‘th r which had recently concluded 
e war whi 


was only an understanding that each 
country had a “sincere desire,” and if | We, who were supposed to be the back- 
the noble Lord was prepared to call that | bone of the maintenance of the inde- 
a treaty stipulation to respect the inde- | pendence of China, were the persons to 
pendence and integrity of Persia, it | make difficulties about giving Tientsin 
was surprising how littie he had learnt | back to the Chinese, and it was not Eng- 
since he had been at the Foreign Office. | !and but Russia who had retired from 
There was no such engagement on the | the unworthy position of trying to 
part of Russia, but it was extremely | Prevent the Chinese regaining their own 
desirable that some sort of understand- | Seon = here had repr d — 
ing should be come to with regard to gn Wa ed tee aie ces 
Persia. Russia had practically taken up | "© 70° bore ri a er A gh shied 
a position of sovereignty in regard to a} oe “tang vey. Aten Em aa yi “T0906. 
considerable portion of Northern Persia ; ‘ vd cildlitieted ae conveyed 
she had built “ road, in connection with | +, the Boers then and since, and to the 
which she levied toll ; she had an eX-| ammunition carried by German mail 
clusive right to make railways; while, ON | ships. Lord Salisbury had not the 
the other hand, Germany was about to | courage to stop them, and when one was 
cut in at the head of the Persian Gulf. | found chockful of ammunition he not 
The matter of Persia demanded the most | only sent peremptory orders for its 
serious consideration of the Government, |release, and got no compensation from 
and he was profoundly convinced that Germany, but actually paid compensation 
no understanding with Russia short of to Germany. He greatly regretted that 
an absolute treaty would be of any avail, | the Foreign Office had traditionally 
and certainly one of the most unfortun- | shown so much subserviency to Germany 
ate of the many unfortunate events | as had been displayed both in China and 
which occurred while Lord Salisbury | in South Africa. The Department still 
was at the Foreign Office was the abso- | lived in the tradition of the Seven Years 
lute abandonment of Persia to the tender | War ; it still believed in Frederick the 
mercies of Russia. Great ; it learnt absolutely nothing from 
No doubt it was desirable that some then up to the date of Holy Alliance, 
understanding should be arrived at with | and was learning nothing now.  In- 
Russia with regard especially to the Far | deed, he believed that was the explana- 
East. Up to the present we had always | tion of many of the blunders of the 
been out-manceuvred by Russia, and in | Foreign Office. It was, no doubt, a very 
no instance more strikingly than in the respectable office and very well manned, 
recent Tientsin incident. The policy of | but it had never risen to the conception 
the Government concerning China ex-| of the new England which had been 
pressed in a solemn resolution of the | created and was growing. He believed 
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that diplomacy consisted in managing 
affairs with, through, and between the 
nations that occupied this little chess- 
board of Europe, whereas England had 
grown far beyond that. The policy of 
England must be a world policy. Europe 
had sunk in importance, and the great 
world beyond the seas had risen in im- 
portance to England, but the Foreign 
Ottice had not appreciated the fact. One 
of the most remarkable things in the 
history of the Foreign Office was the 
most recent. Some of the most im- 
portant negotiations into which England 
ever entered, viz., those befor: and after 
the Boer War, had been carried out 
without any official of the Foreign Oftice 
taking part}in them. In both cases the 
Foreign Ottice had been displaced by the 
Colonial Office, and the negotiations had 
been conducted by others than members 
of the Department whose sole reason for 
existence was the conduct of the art of 
negotiation. That appeared to indicate 
that the opinion of the Government for 
its own Foreign Office was not a very 
high one. 

But, if the importance of Englishinterests 
in Europe had diminished, the importance 
of English interests in India remained as 
great as ever. India was still a great 
prize of the Empire and a great re- 
sponsibility. No doubt India had a 
special case of its own. It had a long 
frontier, and a very, he would not say 
active enemy, but longing friend, looking 
at it over that frontier. The recent 
great development of the field of English 
foreign policy, however, lay in the 
Colonies, and these the Foreign Office 
had never understood. Our Colonies 
were not possessions that might be taken 
or left as other countries could take or 
leave their colonies; they were not 
mere jewels or ornaments of the British 
Crown which could be dropped out 
without any impairment of the soveign- 
ity. They were great and growing 
nations, a part of the Empire, which 
must be dealt with as though they were 
of ourselves. The consequence of that, 
if properly understood, was that English 
policy must not merely extend over 


Europe, or deal only with the small 
affairs of smal! German Courts; it must 
deal with the whole of the seas and the 
whole of the world—and if it dealt with 
the seas it would have dealt with enough, 
because it was the seas which held the 
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Empire together. The time had _pro- 
bably arrived when they might press 
for the infusion of a new spirit into the 
Foreign Office. He was glad to pay his 
tribute to the ability of the noble Lord 
the present head of that Department. 
His advent had been the signal for an 
introduction to a certain extent of that 
new spirit which was so much desired. 
It was notorious that Lord Salisbury 
never dared to take risks. But a great 
Empire like ours could not be conducted 
without risks, and sometimes very serious 


risks being taken. Almost the first 
achievement of Lord Lansdowne was 


the Japanese Treaty. That was a treaty 
involving great and unknown risks, risks 
dependent on the character of a people 
little known, but the risks were worth 
running, because they gave us a position, 
strong as well as definite, such as our 
position there ought to be. He was 
very glad, therefore, that the treaty had 
been made. 

There was one other aspect of our 
foreign affairs to which he desired to call 
attention. It was an aspect little thought 
about, but really most important, viz., 
the enormous extent of the guarantees 
under which this country lies, with re- 
gard to the territories and sovereignties 
of other States. He did not xnow how 
large the liabilities in the different 
relations might be, but we had guaran- 
teed the independence and neutrality of 
Belgium by the treaty of 1839, the 
perpetual neutrality of the Grand Duchy 
of Luxemburg (1867), the possession of 
Prussian Saxony to Prussia (1815), to 
Norway and Sweden all their possessions 
against Russia (1855), the independence 
and integrity of the Turkish Empire 
(1856), the independence of Greece (1832), 
the perpetual neutrality of the Ionian 
Isles (1863), the possessions of Turkey 
in Asia against Russia (1878), to respect 
the independence of the Sultan of Muscat 
(1862), to defend Portugal and all her 
colonies against all comers, and, although 
we had not guaranteed it, wé had ex- 
pressed our desire that the independence 
and integrity of Persia should be re- 
spected ; and, finally, we had guaranteed 
to China the possession of Chusan. But 
these were not all the guarantees we 
were under. There were others in the 
Pacific, and, in addition, there were 
certain financial guarantees. The situa- 
tion was extremely important, and very 
risky. Not only were there these 
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guarantees, there were other matters. 
For instance, there was a_ secret 
agreement with Germany, now two 
years old. No human being outside 


the Foreign Office had seen that treaty. 
It was clear that at the outbreak of the 
Spanish and American war, we did 
give assurances to the United States, and 
in all probability England had a quid pro 
quo. Under these circumstances he 
wished to read to the Committee what 
Lord Salisbury thought of the value of 
the Fleet. In a speech made in 1871 
Lord Salisbury said— 

‘* We are too apt to be misled by the great 

things the Fleet did during the great Kevolu- 
tionary War. No doubt it was a powerful 
instrument in hampering and ultimately in 
subduing Napoleon, but why? We had then 
the power of declaring a general blockade, 
and of searching neutral ships for enemies, 
goods. In your reckless Utopianism you have 
flang these two weapons away, and your Fleet 
can only blockade the particular port to which 
it is sent, or bombard any fortress which may 
happen to be on the coast. I believe that 
since the Declaration of Paris, the Fleet, 
valuable as it is for preventing an invasion of 
these shores, is almost valueless for any other 
purpose.” 
And yet Lord Salisbury had gone on 
year after year with what he, called a 
valueless Navy. He was dealing with 
these Treaty obligations, and he said— 

‘My fear is that when the extremity comes 

we shall look at the obligation, turn it round 
and round, talk very big, lecture one side or 
the other, and then when Europe cries shame 
on us, we shall congratulate ourselves upon 
the moral pinnacle on which we stand.” 
That was the prospect held out to us 
with regard to these very serious obliga- 
tions under which the country lay. 
There were a great number of these 
obligations from which we ought to be 
freed. He hoped there might yet be 
time to bring the Foreign Office to a 
sense of its responsibilities, and to bring 
about a revision of these obligations, 
many of which had outlived their pur- 
pose ; but a belated Foreign Office, with 
antiquated traditions about the balance of 
. ~~. 
power, had shown no disposition towards 
revision. The Foreign Office was a most 
respectable institution; the world was 
full of its works, and half the world of its 
failures. 


One other matter, and he had done, 
and that was by way of suggestion. The 
Foreign Office had devoted its attention 
in recent years to other purposes and 
they found it undertaking the conquest 
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of territories in East Africa. The Foreign 
Office was ceasing to be a negotiating 
Department, and was turning itself into a 
railway company. In each of the terri- 
tories administered by the Foreign Office 
it had failed, as was to be expected if 
a Department was put to do work for 
which it was not organised, and it had 
failed in regard to the railways. The 
4 ea 
great defence of the policy of the Foreigr. 
Office was that it had to carry on its 
work in secret, but it never allowed the 
light to be let in upon what it did until 
it was too late to remedy the blunder. 
The doctrine was that they should not 
be interfered with while negotiations 
were going on, and when they were com- 
pleted it was too late to do anything. Our 
cousins across the Atlantie had a much 
more practical system of dealing withtheir 
foreign affairs. It was very remarkable 
that the only absolute control which was 
provided in the English system was that 
exercised by the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, of which he had the honour to 
be a humble member. Exactly such a 
system obtained in the United States, 
where they had a Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Perhaps it would surprise 
the Committee when he told hon. 
Members what that Committee were 
able to do. 

‘* The Committee may take the initiative and 
consider and report to the Senate its conclusions 
there on any subject bearing on our relations 
with foreign nations. 

“The Committee, as a Committee, may re- 
quest information of the Secretary of State. 
The usual way, however, when the Committee 
desires any information is to report to the 
Senate a resolution, either directed to the 
Secretary of State or other Departmental 
otticer or to the President. When the resolu- 
tion is addressed to a Departmental officer the 
form is that he is ‘directed’ to furnish the 
information ; and when to the President he is 
‘requested,’ if not incompatible with the 
interests of the public service, to furnish it. 
When such resolution is reported to the Senate, 
that body usually adopts it although not 
always. In addition to this, the State Depart- 
ment will, in most cases, allow individual 
members of the Committee to inspect the 
correspondence of the Department, even al- 
though the President may think it ‘ incompat- 
ible with the interests of the public service’ to 
transmit such correspondence to the Senate. 

‘The Committee has no power in itself over 
pending and uncompleted negotiations, except 
as the President and Secretary of State may, 
through courtesy and a desire to conform to 
the wishes of the members of the Committee, 
give consideration to such views as it may 
express. It may, however, through the action 
of the Senate, in adopting any affirmative 
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action the Committee may recommend, prevent 
any action on the part of the President and 
Secretary of State which it may deem un- 
desirable.” 

It seemed to him that that was a most 
valuable body, and it was instituted in 
1813. It seemed to him that a Com- 
mittee exercising control of that kind 
was urgently needed in this country. 
Year after year, when the work of 
the Foreign Office came to be reviewed, 
there was increasing disappointment in 
regard to the result of its policy. He 
felt, therefore, that some control over 
the Foreign Office should be exercised 
by the House, and, if they did not obtain 
it, evil days would yet be in store for 
this country 


*(3.55.) Mr. NORMAN — (Wolver- 
hampton, 8.) said he felt sure the 
Committee would await with interest 
the Under Secretary's reply to the 
question put by the right hon. Baronet 
about the lapse of the understanding of 
this country with Italy. The right hon. 
Baronet had dealt with the matter 
in a manner befitting the extreme 
delicacy of this question, and he would 
say nothing about it except to repeat 
the hope that the noble Lord would 
have something satisfactory to say upon 
it. There were many questions in regard 
to foreign affairs, and they had only 
this very brief afternoon to deal with 
the whole affairs of the Empire, there- 
fore, the speeches must necessarily be of 
a hotch-potch character. The first point 
he desired to mention had regard to 
their old friend the open door in China, 
and he wished to know whether His 
Majesty’s Government was doing any- 
thing with regard to the increasing 
claims for exclusive rights on the part 
of Germany in the province of Shantung ? 
While Germany had a certain absolute 
monopoly in that province, it was now 
claiming more monopolies. Germany 
had already three definite monopolies 
there, and was now engaged in claiming 
a fourth. 

A question to which no attention had 
been directed was that of Mongolia. He 
did not think anybody had even men- 
tioned Mongolia in that House. That 


province had mines which were enor- 
mously valuable, and he understood that 
they were now being exploited by Russia 
with very great profit. 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


He had asked 
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several questions with regard to the 
mission of the Thibetan envoys who were 
sent to St. Petersburg, and he was in- 
formed that it had no diplomatic signifi- 
eance. He could not help expressing 
surprise that the Foreign Office should 
accept a vague answer that the mission 
had no diplomatic significance whatever. 
The question of Mongolia was really a 
very serious one, and he should like to 
know whether the Foreign Office knew 
anything about it, whether it was 
aware that the Thibetan envoys had a 
certain relation to affairs in Mongolia, or 
whether its attention had been called to 
it inany shape or form. He felt surethat 
all the business classes of the community 
would greatly welcome any assurance 
from His Majesty's Government as to 
the steps taken to assist British railway 
enterprise. We insisted, in 1898, upon 
a concession for a railway from Nanking 
to Shanghai, and he wished to know 
what was the position in regard to that. 
Both the Belgians and the Russians were 
seeking new concessions and these con- 
cessions of Chinese railways were quite as 
much political as commercial, and it was 
simply absurd to say to British merchants 
in China, “ You must look after your 
own interests. If you do not you are 
very much better out of it.” Every 
Foreign Office except our own recognised 
the fact that these railways for opening 
up the country were as much _ political 
as commercial, and supported its mer- 
chants from that point of view. Were we 
demanding that in whatever was granted 
by the Chinese to foreign nations in the 
way of railway concessions we, at least, 
should receive the “favoured nation ”’ 
treatment ? The matter was particularly 
urgent at this moment because foreigners 
were coming into contact by two rail- 
ways, one made by French and the other 
by Belgians, across our own Yang tsze 
sphere. It would soon be too late to 
take action in that matter. 


Perhaps the most important question 
pending in China was that of the in- 
demnity. According to statements in 
the Press, China had refused to pay the 
July instalment. The Committee would 
be glad to know if that was so, and also 
if the United States Government had 
expressed sympathy with the Chinese 
attitude. What did the British Govern- 
ment intend to do? Had it any view 
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of its own with reference to the matter ? | 
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Had it taken any different line? Had | 
it, after what the United States Govern- | 
ment had done, come in with a} 
paltry suggestion of its own? Every | 
statesman in Europe knew perfectly | 
well that enormous sales of silver on the | 
part of China would be necessary in order | 
to enable her to pay off the instalments | 
of the great indemnity, and that this | 
would necessarily result in a fall in nd 
gold-price of silver. That was over- | 
looked by the Chinese, and now it was | 
found that £9,500,000 sterling had been | 
added to the indemnity China had | 
been called upon to pay. The effect | 
of this upon the relations of Kuropean | 
nations to China would be a very serious | 
one indeed, because the people of China 
would be squeezed and sweated to get the 
sum. The hatred of the Chinese towards 
foreigners would be intensified by the | 
grasping policy of squeezing out of them 
not only the original sum, but the | 
increase which had resulted from in- | 
evitable financial causes. 


This policy 
would rebound and strike us again both 
in our trade and in our relations with the 
Chinese people. 

The question of the military occupa- 
tion of the province of Pe-chili and the 
city of Tientsin had been briefly touched | 
upon by his right hon. friend. It seemed 
to him to merit further consideration. 
So faras he could understand, the British 
Government was at the present moment 
inthe position simply of breaking its 
word to the Chinese. We _ promised | 
through our Minister that we would 
undertake to evacuate that province 
and city bya certain date—he thought 
it was May Ist—on condition that the 
other nations would do the same thing. 
Before the date for the fulfilment of 
that promise was reached, we agreed with 
all the other commanders to impose a 
totally new set of conditions upon the 
Chinese. We agreed to impoge the con- 
ditions, while protesting against them. 
The situation at the present moment 
was that the British Minister was 
actually supporting the German 


|the Treaty of Tientsin, 


| be abolished. 





Minister against the Japanese Minister 
in continuing to enforce this unjust 
occupation of the province. Of course, 
the inevitable had happened. The 
Russian diplomatists and Foreign Office 
had seized the opportunity to withdraw, 
and to exhibit themselves once more in 
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the light of the true friends of China. 
If we did not mind what we were about, 
the next thing that would happen 
would be that the Germans would with- 
draw. We had in this merely followed 
the Germans. He did not know why the 
British Foreign Office seemed to be 
paralysed by what the Germans did. 
Why, in keaven’s name, should not this 
country take a definite line of action of 
its own and keep its promise? He 
thought the Committee should take 
this opportunity of protesting against 
this useless and fatuous policy, which was 
injuring our prestige and doing great 
damage to our commercial interests in 
China. He asked the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs to state what stage 
had been reached by the Tariff Com- 
mission which had been sitting at 
Shanghai. Was it the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government to allow the 
Chinese largely to increase their tariff 
on foreign goods in exchange for a re- 
mission of the whole or part of the 
likin, or internal taxation‘ If that was 
so, he thought anybody who knew China 
would protest most strongly against any 
such policy, because we were entitled to 
what the Chinese were offering us by 
and to what 
was granted under the Japanese Treaty 
of 1896, and because under no 
circumstances in the immediate future 
was it likely that the likin would 
Likin was an essential 
part of the finance of the _ pro- 
vincial authorities, and the Imperial 
authorities were far too weak to enforce 


its abolition. Some years ago Lord 
Curzon, when Under Secretary for 


Foreign Affairs, assured the House that 
in future traftic was to be permitted on 
the sea coast and on the rivers of China, 
and everybody who did not know China 
cheered the statement. Nothing what- 
ever had happened in consequence of 
that statement. If we accepted the 
abolition of likin for greater taxation 
of British goods, we should find ourselves, 
after a little time had elapsed, in exactly 
the same ridiculous position. With re- 
gard to China, our Government had not 
had a consistent policy from the begin- 
ning. We had sent to China men who 
knew nothing about the country until 
they got there. He was not aware that 
there was anybody at the Foreign Otfice 
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who had been to China, or who could 
claim to express any view about that | 
country with authority. He gladly ad- 


mitted the better spirit in which our | 


negotiations had been conducted during 
the past year, but the 
definite policy seemed to be the {fatal 
cause at the root of all we were suffering 
from. If he and his hon. friends seemed 
to be unduly exigent in 
China, it was because they saw that 
the relations between this country 
and China had been conducted in a 


piecemeal fashion, and not in that broad | 
spirit which they should be when it) 


and | 


was remembered that the bread 
butter of tens of thousands of British 
homes depended upon them. 

His right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean had challenged him on one 
or two points in regard to Persia. He had 
recently had an opportunity of setting 
forth his views on this question at con- 
siderable length, which were open to 


any hon. Member who would do him | 


the honour to glance at them, therefore 


he would not recapitulate them here. The | 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the | 
had said that he had | 
advocated that a port should be given to | 
True; but | 


Forest of Dean 


Russia on the Persian Gulf. 
what he said was that it should be given 
on very stringent conditions. While he 
was speaking of Persia, he hoped the 
noble Lord would turn his attention to 
the concession which was said to have 
been granted to Russia for the construc- | 
tion of a railway to Teheran. This had | 
beer confidently asserted in the press. 
Thjs whole question was of enormous 
importance. Was the attitude of | 
His Majesty's Government to be 


to say to Russia: “Hands off 
you cannot come down to the 
Persian Gulf,” while Germany was | 
coming along with a railway down 


to the Gulf. 
not only suffer commercial injury, but 
would court Imperial disaster. 

He wished to draw attention to the | 
obligations which this country had under- 
taken under the Treaty of Berlin. The 
44th Article of that Treaty dealt with 
Roumania, and said that no one should | 
suffer in any civil rights or political | 
liberty on account of his religious | 
opinions. It was common knowledge | 


that Roumania owed its liberty and | 


Mr. Norman. 


{COMMONS} 


want of any | 


regard to | 


;| not been 


If so, he feared we would | 
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| its present position to the consensus of 

Europe as embodied in the Treaty of 
| Berlin, but the Government of that 
'country had evaded, in the most shame- 
less and cynical manner, these responsi- 
bilities, and was imposing the gravest 
and cruellest disabilities on a large 
section of its population. He thought 
they were entitled to know whether the 
British Government had taken any steps 
to communicate with the Roumanian 
Government, or to elicite their opinions 
‘from the other great Powers who were 
parties to the Treaty of Berlin, in regard 
to thisimportant point. It was impossible 
to speak of the Foreign Office without 
expressing the desire that something 
should be done for re-organising the 
-consular service of this country. He 
had addressed a Question on this point 
to the noble Lord on a former occasion, 
'and was informed that some inquiry 
was on foot; but in answer to a second 
| Question he had put to the noble Lord 
he had been told that the inquiry would 
|result in a _ series Of conversations 
between the Foreign Office and the 
Treasury. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Board of Trade. 


And the 


*Mr. NORMAN: Well, between the 
three Departments of State. But the 
noble Lord did not seem to be under the 
| impression that the result of that inquiry 
| would be communicated tothe House. In 
the consular service at present there were 
no definite entrance conditions, no 
definite work, and no definite system of 
promotion. Consular duties had of late 
greatly increased, and that increase had 
justly recognised by the 
| authorities. In many ways the consuls 
had been treated with marked and 
deliberate unfairness by the Foreign 
Ottice authorities. If the hon. Gentle- 
— the Under Secretary for Foreign 
| Affairs wished to have information on 
this point, he could give him instances 
|of absolute breach of pledges given 
by the Foreign Office to our consuls 
|abroad. There were in the consular 
| service many brilliant officers, rendering 
‘invaluable service to the State, both 
openly and confidentially; but in 
the lump the members of the service 
were not what they ought to be, because 
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there was no certainty of their making 
a careerin it. He thought the time had 
come when consular officers should be 
placed upon a different and a definite 
footing, and that above all things they 
should be relieved from the fear of being 
passed over for promotion, because a 
Minister at home wished to reward 
some follower for political services 
rendered. There had been an inquiry 
in regard to the War Office, but the 
time would come when the country 
would realise that in no Department 
of the State was there greater necessity 
for reform than in the Foreign Office. 
There was at present no hope of obtain- 
ing any promise for such a comprehensive 
inquiry, but he trusted that the noble 
Lord would have some detinite informa- 
tion to give on the points he and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had raised, and par- 
ticularly upon the change for the worse 
in our relations with Italy. 


*(4.25.) Lorp CHARLES BERES- 
FORD (Woolwich) said he would like 


to say a few words on the very 
important subject which the right 
hon. Baronet had brought before 


the Committee in tegard to the 
understanding with Italy as to the 
Mediterranean. We were entirely de- 
pendent on the command of the sea, 
but in the Mediterranean we were short 
of naval bases, owing to the mistakes of 
the Foreign Office in former times. 
That shortness of naval bases had been 
to some extent made up for by the under- 
standing or alliance with Italy, which 
would have given us access to docks, 
stores, and all the essentials without 
which we could not fight. He hoped 
that the noble Lord would give the 
Committee a clear account of what had 
happened, and would say whether there 
was ‘an understanding between France 
and Italy which was detrimental tu 
British interests in the event of war. 
The want of policy as to Wei-Hai-Wei was 
a glaring example of the necessity of a 
thinking Department at the Admiralty 
and War Office for making out 
our requirements. If there had been 
a thinking Department, we should 
not have had the change of policy with 
regard to Wei-Hai-Wei. He further 
pointed out that at Chi-fu our merchants 
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had a property near the foreshore. The 
Russians built a great factory between 
the British property and the foreshore. 
We fined the Chinese most heavily 
because the Russians built that factory ; 
and this incident bore out the statement 
which had been made, that we were 
either fining the Chinese for damage 
done to us by another nation, or 
making presents of things that did 
not belong to us. Most of the news 


‘from China came through the corres- 


pondent of Zhe Zimes, and some of the 
facts which had been published had 
been known to hon. Members long 
before the Foreign Office heard of them. 
Instead of referring any question of 
British interests to the whole body 
of foreign Ministers, which had _hap- 
pened over and over again to our 
detriment, why should we not look after 
our own interests ourselves? They all 
wanted a better understanding with 
Russia, but how was it to be brought 
about ? Russian policy was based on 
the giving of assurances, and there was 
no case in the history of Russia with 
regard to assurances where they had 
not been broken when Russia was in 
a position to do so. He did not 
blame Russia ; her Ministers were very 
clever. But he blamed our Foreign Office 
for listening to their assurances, always 
knowing that they would be broken. 
He did not agree with the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn in his preference for 
an alliance—perhaps alliance was not 
a good word, he would prefer the word 
understanding—with Spain rather than 
Italy. He thought that what his hon. 
friend had in his vision was the idea that 
the Rock might be bombarded some day 
by Spain from the Western side. Of 
course, the Spaniards might, under cer- 
tain conditions, place guns on the Western 
side and bombard the Rock, but they 
could do very nearly, though not quite, 
the same on the eastern side. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No. 
*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: The 


hon. Member said ‘‘ No.”” He had never 
agreed with him, because if his ideas 
were carried out in their entirety, the 
country would never build a battleship, 
because it might be sunk. Well, he 


knew the Rock as well as he knew his 
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own home. But if we kept the command 
of the sea, we could mount ten guns 
against every one placed on the other 
side, and, if matters became critical, we 
must land a party and occupy that 
shore. The idea of his hon. friend was 
so chimerical that he never entertained 
it at all. In no case could the ports 
which Spain was able to place at our 
disposal be so useful as those of Italy, 
and so long as we had this understand- 
ing with her, we need not consider what 
Spain might do. The alleged mastery 
of Russia in Persia was a very grave 
affair in relation to our trade and com- 
merce. If the information was correct 
that Russia had absolute control of the 
Persian Customs House, they might say 
that she had absolute control of Persia 
and everything in the country. Re- 
verting to China, he asked whether, as 
the indemnity was fixed in April, 1901, 
and there had been a fall in silver since 
of about 20 per cent., the Chinese had 
warned the British that they would not 
be able to pay the increased sum which 
might be charged upon them owing to 
the fall in the rate of exchange. He 
had the most hearty sympathy with the 
Chinese. In their financial obligations 
and trading transactions they were as 
honest people as any in the world, and 
if they had to pay more than was ori- 
ginally asked, they would regard it as 
a fraud. If, however, this matter was 
not cleared up as to what the Chinese 
would have to pay eventually, it would 
be a bad thing for British trade and 
commerce; because it would tend to 
stir up rebellion, and this would have 
a great effect upon prices. He also 
wanted to know when the bonds would 
be ready for distribution, and what pro- 
gress was being made with the settle- 
ment of certain individual claims on 
account of the action of Russia. Amid 
some causes of censure, however, he 
congratulated the Government on the 
alliance with Japan. Nothing of late 
years, in our foreign policy, had been 
so materialy good for England. The 
interests of the two Powers were nearly 
identical. Both wanted the open door, 


and an outlet for their trade. The 
utility of the alliance to us in regard to 
the command of the sea was immense, 
because Japan had a very strong and 
efficient fleet ; there were no better guns 


Lord Charles Beresford. 
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or rifles in Europe, the equipment of 
the Japanese troops was excellent, and 
their reserves of guns and ammunition 
were quite perfect. Owing to their 
chivalrous action all the rancour of the 
China-Japanese War was past, and the 
Chinese were going to the Japanese before 
any European nation for advice. He 
hoped we should keep ourselves very 
friendly with China and Japan, because, 
if ever China got organised as Japan 
was, it would be a tremendous menace 
to Europe. 


(4.44.) Mr. BRYCE (A berdeen,S.) asked 
what steps had been taken to carry out 
the hope which had been expressed re- 
cently by the Foreign Office that more 
would be done to extend the scope of 
our Consular service in Eastern Asia 
Minor and Armenia. Those regions 
were at present comparatively quiet, but 
no one knew how long that state of 
things might continue, and it was most 
desirable that there should be a British 
Consular officer where disturbances were 
likely to arise. As to our general Con- 
sular service, he could speak of its 
efficiency from personal experience in 
many parts of the world in the highest 
terms of praise. He deprecated the 
policy of making our Consular 
officers trade agents. It was quite right 
that they should watch trade, and 
that their reports on trade should be 
brought up to the highest point of 
efficiency, but on the whole they would 
be less effective for the purposes they 
now served if they were trade agents. 
The one thing he regretted was that 
appointments to the service were often 
made in the spirit of what might be 
called pure patronage, men being ap- 
pointed for political and personal reasons, 
to the disappointment of the legitimate 
hopes of better men in the service. 
With regard to our relations with Italy, 
he hoped that matters had been brought 
to a successful conclusion, and that 
nothing had occurred to substantially 
affect the good relations between 
Italy and this country. It was a sub 
ject which one must approach with 
caution ; and he thought the Committe> 
would feel that the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs ought not to be pressed, 
in giving an answer to the question, to 
go further than the noble Lord thought 
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the interests of the public service per- 
mitted. In the absence of the informa- 
tion which most of the Committee could 
not possess, they might fairly feel that a 
great deal depended on the permanent 
nature and entire sense of security of the 
bond. As had been well said by the 
right hon. Gentleman who introduced the 
subject, our sentimental and traditional 
relations with Italy had always been of 
the best character. There was no coun- 
try in the world from which this nation 
obtained more sympathy and support. 
Since the days of Palmerston and the 
rise of United Italy, England and Italy 
were constant in affording each other 
sympathy and support; and he did not 
believe that these mutual feelings had 
been impaired by anything that had 
recently occurred. They had _ been 
threatened by some unfortunate proceed- 
ings in Malta, but that cause of trouble 
had been removed, and he did not think 
that the memory of it would linger in 
the Italian mind. He was of opinion 
that there could te no divergence be- 
tween Italy and England on substantial 
or material grounds, As it was the 
interest of Italy that she should not be 
overpowered by foreign fleets ‘in the 
Mediterranean, it was necessary that she 
should be on friendly terms with Eng- 
land. There had been an arrangement 
between France and Italy with regard to 
Tripoli and Albania. Considering the 
frontier relations and the commercial 
relations between Italy and France, it 
was the most natural thing in the world 
that Italy should be on good terms with 
France, and every one would also agree 
that it was to the best interests of Euro- 
pean peace. Nor did he see anything for 
alarm and disquiet in the arrangement 
between the two countries as to Tripoli 
and Albania, as no British interests were 
aifected in those quarters. If Morocco 
had come into the agreement it would 
have been different, for in no part of the 
world did danger signals stand so thickly 
as in Morocco. Therefore, he thought 
the noble Lord would be able to assure 
the Committee that the relations between 
Italy and England remained perfectly 
friendly, and on the same substantial 
basis that they had hitherto occupied. 
He thought it was of the greatest pos- 
sible importance that questions still out- 
standing between France and us should 
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be cleared up; and now that peace had 
been restored in South Africa, and that a 
friendly and capable Minister was at the 
head of foreign affairs in France, the time 
was opportune for the settlement of these 
questions, 


*(4.57.) Lorp CRANBORNE: This 
debate has ranged over such a_ great 


variety of topics, extending to almost 
all parts of the habitable globe, that I 
despair of being able to satisfy hon. 
Members with regard to all the points 
which they have brought under the 
notice of the Committee. [I do not think 
the criticism of the hon. Member for 
South Wolverhampton with regard to the 
Departmental inquiry into the condition 
of the Consular service is quite deserved. 
The inquiry is of a highly technical 
character; it concerns three Depart- 
ments of the State; the gentlemen who 
have been appointed by those Departments 
to serve on the Committee are highly 
qualified for the work they have to 
perform; and [can only ask the hon. 
Member to possess his soul in patience as 
to the result of the inquiry, until matters 
are more advanced. Complaint has been 
made that gentlemen who have placed 
the country under obligations in other 
Departments of the public service have 
been rewarded with appointments in the 
Consular service. That is true to some 
extent, especially in regard to the 
African Protectorates. There are a large 
number of devoted public servants who 
are governing with admirable success 
those great territories. The work is 
extremely arduous and dreary, and after 
men have served a large number of years 
in that service it is no abuse of patronage 
that they should be removed to consular 
appointments in other parts of the world. 
Being men of ability, they can undoubtedly 
perform the duties admirably, and with- 
out such a system I think it would be im- 
possible to maintain the service at its 
present level. ~ 


A word or two has been said about the 
consular service in Asia Minor. <A 
consul has been appointed at Bitlis ; that 
is an important appointment. He resides 
at that place, and occasionally goes to 
Diarbekr. Another has been appointed 
at Van. As to Roumania, to which the 
hon. Member opposite referred, the obli- 
gations under Article 44 of the Berlin 
Treaty rest upon Roumania, and that 
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country is responsible for their perform- 
ance to the Powers who are signatories 
tothe Treaty. His Majesty’s Government 
haveonseveral occasions represented tothe 
Roumanian Government that they ought 
to carry out, in the spirit and in the 
letter, the terms of that Article, and the 
Roumanian Government assure us that 
they have done so. However, I am 
bound to say that persons entitled to 
respect have made representations that 
that is not the case. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): Is there a report 
from our Minister ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: It is the habit 
of our representative to send us con- 
tinual reports. 


FITZMAURICE: 
representations 
those from the 


EDMUND 
were 
were 


LORD 
You said’ there 
from persons ; 
Minister ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: I meant that 
persons outside the service had made 
representations which greatly impressed 
us, and we shall undoubtedly take care 
that this question does receive careful 
attention, and if we are satisfied that the 
Treaty has sot been maintained, we shall 
make further representations. 

With regard to the larger questions 
which have been brought before us, the 
Committee will have realised that the 
Foreign Office has come in for a good deal 
of abuse in the course of the afternoon. 
That Department is supposed by some to 
be partly inefficient and by others to be 
wholly inefficient. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, whose condemnation of the 
conduct of all Departments of the Govern- 
ment is well known, belongs io the 
latter class. He tells us, perfectly truly, 
that the Foreign Office ought to have 
regard to the world-wide interests of this 
country. Indeed, as far as 1 could make 
out, he thought it ought to adopt all the 
work of the Colonial Ottice as well as its 
own. I agree with the hon. Member in 
saying that the interests of Great Britain 
are world wide, but I cannot agree that 
we have no important interests in Europe. 
In fact, the hon. Member on that point 
answered himself. He referred to the 
importance of the various guarantees we 
have entered into, and most of those 
guarantees refer to Europe. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I did not 
say our interests in Europe were wholly 
unimportant ; I said they were relatively 
unimportant. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The hon. Mem- 
ber conveyed the impression to the 
Committee that in his view they were 
wholly unimportant. However that may 
be, the interests of Great Britain are 
undoubtedly world-wide in their character. 

Here I would like to say a word on 
the subject of Newfoundland. The 
right hon. Baronet, in a most able speech, 
founded a criticism on the fact that my 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary, 
in answer to a Question. said he had 
consulted the Foreign Office. I hope 
my hon. friend behind me will note that 
the Colonial Office does sometimes 
consult the Foreign Office. 


*Sik CHARLES DILKE: I said it was 
extraordinary he should have had to ask. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The right hon. 
Baronet referred to two very trivial 
matters about which | need not trouble 
the Committee. As a matter of fact, 
however, perpetual communications have 
passed between France and this country 
almost ever since the Treaty of Utrecht 
was signed. The idea that these great 
questions are allowed to sleep for years is 
not founded on fact. As a matter of 
fact, they are perpetually before the 
Foreign Offices of both countries. and I 
need not say that we should be very glad 
if the Newfoundland question could be 
settled. It is a difficult question, hecause 
there are conflicting interests over which 
we have not complete control—the 
interests of France and the interests ot 
our colonies. I need not say that, in 
the opinion of any English Government, 
where the interests of our colonies and 
foreign countries come into conflict, 
we must consider in the first place the 
interests of our own colonies. I can 
assure the Committee that the subject is 
always before us, and that we are not 
neglecting it. 

Then the right hon. Baronet proceeded 
to deal with the question of various 
agreements and alliances and groupings 
of Powers in different parts of the 
world as they affect the interests of this 
country, and he made a passing reference 
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to a Russian understanding, of which I 
rather gather the right hon, Gentleman 
did not approve. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I said that 
I did not approve of giving up things for 
doubtful consideration, but | was entirely 
in favour of the idea of an understanding 
with Russia in the way of a definition of 
interests. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The view of 
the Government is that they would 
like an understanding with almost every 
Power, and I can assure the Committee 
that it is not our fault that there is not 
that understanding. 

In addition to that, the right hon. 
Baronet raised the very important 
question of our relations with Italy. | 
would like to emphasise the fact, in the 
first place, in reference to what, I 
think, fell from the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, that our international 
friendships are never aggressive, and 
are never intended to be aggressive ; | 
and our friendship with Italy belongs to 
that class. I do not assent to the. 
historical account which the right hon. | 
Baronet gave of all that has passed | 
between this country and Italy. Indeed, | 
I am occasionally amazed at the boldness | 
with which hon. Members deal with what | 
they admit to be secret matters. 
There never was a Treaty or Agreement | 
with Italy. The real fact is that, im- 
portant as are treaties and agreements, 
there is something much more important, 
and that is the interests and sympathies 
of the countries concerned. Upon that 
nothing can be said, by way of criticism, 
as regards our relations with Italy. No 
doubt, as the right hon. Baronet  re- 
minded the Committee, there have been 
from time to time matters which have 
given rise to some disappointment in 
Italy, but I hope they are all swept away 
now. There was the Maltese language 
question ; but, owing to the action of my 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary 
earlier in the session, all the feeling in 
respect of any question affecting Malta 
has entirely disappeared. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Thanks to the Irish Members. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Then there was 
the question, to which the right hon. | 
Baronet referred, of the feeling of cold- | 
ness that arose in consequence of 
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the understanding with France affect- 
ing the Hinterland of Tripoli. I think 
the Committee are aware that we have 
lately had an opportunity of giving an as- 
surance to the Italian Government which 
has healed any soreness which might 
have existed in respect of that matter. 
I need not say that we have no design 
on Tripoli ourselves, and we were able 
to assure the Italian Governinent that 
nothing which passed between England 
and France at the time of the Agreement 
of 1899 affected in any way the present 
or the future position of Tripoli. We 
are anxious, if | may use a phrase which 
is very often indulged in in this House, 
tu maintain the sfatus quo. We have 
certain treaty obligations which govern 
our action towards Tripoli. To these 
treaty obligations we intend to adhere ; 
but [ need not say that in this, as in 
every other matter subject to those 
Treaty obligations, we have every dis- 
position to study Italian interests. 
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What is most important in these 
international relations and international 
friendships are the traditional sympathies 
and mutual interests of the Powers 
concerned. In this connection, what is 
to my mind of great value in the 
Japanese Agreement is that it is an 


Agreement founded on the mutual 
interests of the two _ contracting 
Powers, and therefore has a strong 
foundation. Some people think a 


treaty can be made with this Power or 
that as if we were playing a game of chess. 
That is not how international relations 
can be managed. You have first to 
ascertain what are the interests of 
your country in regard to a proposed 
treaty, next to find out what view the 
people of your country will take of that 
Treaty. On these foundations, and on no 
other, can we found an international 
Agreement that will last ; and no others 
are sound. The only criticism the right 
hon. Baronet has made as to the Japanese 
Agresment is that we did not make it 
sooner. He said it could have been had 
for the asking. It is not for us to ask 
for treaties: we grant them. We are 
only too delighted to have the oppor- 
tunity of granting this Treaty to a Power 
whose interests are so much in con- 
formity with our own as are those of 
Japan. 
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Baronet turned to 


The right hon. 
that in nearly 


China, and declared 
all our dealings with China we had 
shown great inefliciency. I think the 
Japanese Agreement alone should be 
an answer to the observation of the right 
hon. Baronet regarding our dealings with 
China. None have rejoiced so much in the 
Japanese Agreement as the statesmen of 
China, and we may depend upon this— 
that when she comes to consider what this 
Power has done or what that Power has 
done in her favour, China knows her 
friends perfectly well. She is not likely 
to be misled. She can arrive at a perfectly 
accurate judgment, and she knows by 
this time that it is not only the avowed 
but the true policy of this country to 
maintain to the best of her ability the 
integrity of China and to increase her 
material resources by means of trade. It 
may be thought that what is got by other 
countries is got as against this country ; 
but the policy of this country in regard 
to China has often been stated by 
me and by others abler than myself 
on numerous occasions. | am almost 
ashamed to use the old phrase. We are 
for the open door. That policy has 
governed our agreements. It is true that 
in the Russian railway understanding 
and our position with regard to Germany, 
railway enterprise has, to some extent, 
Leen relegated to spheres. But, on the 
whole, our agreements and our financial 
arrangements have been in the direction 
of the open door, and are intended to 
maintain it. 

i do not know what ground the right 
hon. Baronet has tor saying that we 
have failed altogether to maintain 
the open door in Shantung; because, 
turning to the last speech which Count 
von Biilow delivered on Chinese questions, 
I find that he assured the Reichstag and 
Europe generally that there was no 
question of exclusive rights for German 
trade in Shantung, and he spoke later of 
the open door, using the German equiva- 
lent for that very phrase, and showing 
that Germany has not closed the 
open door in that part of the world. 
Under these circumstances I do not admit 
that we have failed in our policy in re- 
spect to Shantung. An hon. Member 
opposite has asked what about the conces- 
sions? The hon. Member for South Wolver- 
hampton asks what about these mining 
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concessions which Germany is obtaining 
in Shantung. The question as to 
whether such concessions mean the clos- 
ing of the open door is a question of 
degree. Every concession in a sense 
closes to some extent the open door in 
respect of what is conceded. It expressly 
and avowedly does. And we have ob- 
tained concessions in parts of China just 
as Germany and other Powers have done, 
If such concessions are to apply toa very 
large area, they may properly be described 
as amounting to a definite closing of an 
open door; but I do not think that can 
be said of these German concessions in 
Shantung. Quite the contrary. 

The right hon. Baronet turned to some- 
what later history and pointed out that 
upon the last occasion when he had the 
opportunity of discussing this question 
the Committee was not in possession of 
the requisite information because the 
Blue-book had not been presented. I 
admit that, and I apologise to the right 
hon. Baronet and to the Committee as I 
have apologised before for this delay. I 
regret the delay in the publication of the 
Blue-book, and I am sorry hon. Members 
were not in possession of the Papers 
before the last debate on China. It is 
not my fault, except that pressure of 
other work may have rendered me less 
urgent than I otherwise might have 
been, and I do not admit that it is the 
fault of the office which | represent. Blue- 
books take a long time to prepare and 
delays are unavoidable owing to the 
necessity of communication with other 
Powers as to the publication of docu- 
ments in which they are committed. 

It has been suggested that the Govern- 
ment have aright to object to the Russian 
concession at Tientsin. We have got a 
concession there, and we are not in a 
position to say that the Russians are not 
entitled to have a concession ; but if it is 
a question where the concession shall be, 
and of the area it shall embrace, the posi- 
tion is different ; and upon these points 
we have had a great deal to say to the 
Russian Government, and [ think we 
said it with considerable effect. In the 
first place, we protested against British 
property being included in the Russian 
concession, and the Russians have assured 
the Government that they never did 
intend, and do not now intend, that 
British property should be included in the 
Russian concession ; and, for their part, 
where it can be shown that any property 
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is British owned, they do not claim it. which lie between Peking and the sea. 


On the railway question there was 
great controversy, which at one time 
was very acute indeed, until the armed 
forces of either Power were drawn up so 
close to one another that there was no 
greater space between them than divides 
me at this moment from right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. But that passed 
away, and we were able to bring the 
controversy to a successful conclusion. 
From the Russians we said that we 
claimed nothing but what was our due. 
and we proposed a proper and impartial 
inquiry. The Russians, moving rather 
slowly, as is the fashion of Russian 
diplomacy, finally agreed to this proposal, 
and Consular officers on the spot, very 
familiar with the question, have been 
appointed, so that the matter may be 
brought to an issue. I do not think 
that an unsuccessful piece of diplomacy, 
and on the whole, I believe the right 
hon. Baronet will agree with me. Then 
the right hon. Baronet spoke of another 
Tientsin question—the terms on which 
the provisional Government is proposed 
to be abandoned. A certain amount of 
misapprehension appears to- exist on this 
question. I cannot give a full account 
of the matter to the Committee, because 
negotiations are still proceeding; but I 
can say something that bears upon what 
has been said in the debate. 

It has been said that the Press get 
information much more rapidly than the 
Foreign Office, and that the information 
isinvariably accurate. I can assure hon. 
Members that this is not the case. I am 
not saying anything derogatory to the 
Press. The newspaper telegrams are 
admirable. It is a wonder they get the 
information they do; but it is not always, 
and cannot be always, accurate; for 
the terms, of which my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
spoke in answer to a question a 
week or twoago, were not definite terms. 
They were the conditions which the 
military commanders thought ought to 
be imposed before the provisional Govern- 
ment was givenup. It is not an unrea- 
sonable proceeding to consult the military 
commanders, because we have a treaty 
right to occupy Tientsin. One of the 
terms of the protocol which was concluded 
last year was that we have the right 
of military occupation of certain points 
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and one of these points is Tientsin, as 
any one will see who reads the protocol. 
We have a right to occupy Teintsin, and 
it is not unreasonable to say that 
certain precautions must be taken to 
maintain the safety of the military 
garrison there. It is not an unreason- 
able thing that the military commanders 
should be consulted as to what in their 
opinion the conditions should be; but it 
does not follow that the diplomatic body 
or ourselves will accept or are in favour 
of every particular recommendation of 
the military commanders. All we ask 
them to do is to give the representatives 
of the Powers the benefit of their advice, 
and it is this advice which was published 
in the Press as if it was the definite 
terms which the Powers were imposing 
upon the Chinese Government. These 
recommendations were nothing of the 
kind; they were simply the record of 
military opinion submitted to the 
diplomatic body, who, of course, are the 
immediate representatives of the Powers 
in China. The actual terms are now the 
subject of negotiation, and I am not at 
liberty to state the exact position of 
those negotiations, but this I will say, 
that the idea that the British Govern- 
ment are holding out for the uttermost 
farthing of those terms, or have ranged 
themselves with Powers who desire to 
impose the hardest terms upon China is 
not the fact. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I do not 
wish to be understood as suggesting that 
position. I said we were pressing terms 
against our own opinions. The terms, 
as I understand, were, as the noble Lord 
informed us in answer to a question in 
this House, modified and accepted by the 
representatives, and after that an 
attempt was made to alter them. 


*LorD CRANBORNE: The terms have 
not been definitely agreed upon between 
the Powers, and, as a matter of fact, 
the British Government would be very 
glad, and have said so, to see modifi- 
cations in those terms. I must apologise 
to the right hon. Gentleman if I have 
misrepresented him, but in such matters 
one’s memory sometimes plays one false. 
We are anxious that there should be 
modifications in those terms, and I have 
very little doubt that there will be. 
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There are one or two other points in | 


reference to China I have to deal with. I 


have been asked whether we are doing our | 


best to support English railway enterprise 
in China, and the reply is undoubtedly 
that we are. But there is an old pro- 


verb. “You may take a horse to the | 


water, but you cannot make him drink.” 
The Government, of course, support, as 
they ought to support, British concession- 
naires who are sound in all respects and 
in earnest in their efforts to develop China 
industrially ; but Iam bound to say that 
there has been a certain—TI will not say 
remissness-— perhaps a certain amount of 
indolence on the part of concessionnaires 
in the development of their concessions 
and in pushing their opportunities. 
Perhaps it may be said it is no business 
of mine to cricitise them, but I think 
hon. Gentlemen on either side should 
not assume that, because there has not 
been immediate development of British 
concessions, the fault lay always with the 
British Government. So far as | remem- 
ber, there is not at present a single case of 
the kind. On the contrary, we are 
anxious to press things forward so far 
as the British Government legitimately 
may, in accordance with the practice 
which has always prevailed in our 
diplomacy. 

The noble Lord behind me, and others, 
have asked me about the indemnity. 
This indemnity was a sum of money 
which the Chinese Government engaged 
to pay the Powers, and this is a gold 
debt. Of course, it is represented 
in taels, because the tael is the 
currency in China; but it is none the 
less a gold debt, and we cannot accept 
in payment anything but the equivalent 
of gold. I do not think we can recede 
from that position. Let me say at once 
that we have some sympathy with China 
in this matter. The value of the tael has 
fallen, and whereas it stood at 3s. when 
the Agreement was entered into, it is 
now only 2s. 4d. 


* Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): Two 
sevenpence. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Then it has 


gone up again. At any rate, there has 


been a considerable fall—much greater 
than anyone anticipated at the time the 
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| Protocol was signed. But, of course, that 
'makes no difference in the obligation, 
and we must still hold to the gold basis 
lof our debt; but there are certain 
ameliorations we may grant to the 
Chinese in respect of it. I think, when 
| the history of the negotiations comes to be 
| written, it will be found that the British 
Government were anxious to treat the 
Chinese Government with all the con- 
sideration it was possible to give them. 
The noble Lord asked about private 
claims, and in answer to this question I 
have to say that where claims have 
occurred in consequence of the death of 
the breadwinner of a family, or where 
the claims are in amount under £100, they 
will be paid out of the first instalment, 
and in cash at their full nominal value in 
English currency. Other private claims 
not death claims and not of small amount 
we cannot treat quite so favourably. 


| They will be paid as early as possible, 


as the money comes in from China; 
but claimants must submit to the loss 
which undoubtedly such a delay involves. 
“#Then I have been questioned as to 
the likin negotiations. I can assure 
the hon. Member that the Government 
went into the negotiations with the 
greatest possible desire to carry them 
through, and [ agree that it is almost 
| hopeless to expect a total abolition of 
likin stations in China. At one time 
this was very much urged upon the 
Government by the hon. Member for 
Barnsley, who has taken so much part 
in Chinese debates, and I myself 
expressed a hope that such abolition 
might be possible. But the difficulties 
in the way seem to be almost insur- 
mountable, because the larger part of 
the likin is raised, not on foreign, but on 
native trade, and therefore the sum of 
money involved in the abolition of the 
likin stations is very large—iar larger 
than any reasonable increase in foreign 
trade would make good. If, as a matter 
of fact, we did obtain the abolition of 
the likin stations, and this was loyally 
‘carried out by the Chinese, it would 
undoubtedly involve a large loss of in- 
come. It would be hopeless, therefore, to 
expect it would be adhered to. On 
full consideration, the Government have, 
‘on the advice of those interested in 
| Chinese trade, abandoned any hope of 
ithe total abolition of likin stations in 
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China. But we still confidently hope 


that we shall be able, by fiscal arrange- | 


ment, at any rate to relieve foreign 
trade of this enormous burden —an 
unfair, unknown, and _ incalculable 
burden of illegal likin—which at present 
weighs upon it. 

Having answered most of the ques- 
tions addressed to me, in conclusion 
] must decline to 
of inefficiency made against the Foreign 
Office. The excellence of the Depart- 
ment is not entirely due to its Parlia- 
mentary representatives, and not at all 
to the Under Secretary sitting in the 
House of Commons; but I must say my 
experience since I have been at the 
Foreign Office has shown me that in 
that Department the country is served 
by a devoted body of public servants, 
who in all parts of the world have 
given proof of ability and resource; and 
if Members of the House really knew 
as much asI do on that matter, they 


would share in my commendation of 
them. 
*(3.40.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said 


the Committee could be congratulated 
upon the stronger and more satisfactory | 
position of this country today for main- 
taining our interests in all parts of the 
world from that of twelve months ago. 
The conclusion of peace in South Africa 
had effected this change, and coupled with 
that, there was the statesmanrlike Anglo- 
Japanese Treaty concluded in the in- 
terval—a treaty having no aggressive 
design, but based on just and equitable 
principles for the preservation of China 
for the Chinese and equal opportunities 
for all nations trading there. That 
Treaty carried with it responsibilities 
more than justified by its advantages, 
and especially by the fact that it was a 
most powerful instrument for the preser- 
vation of peace in the Far East, and for 
securing that “open door” policy in 
China which was the basis of the 
Government policy, and advocated on 
both sides of the House. In answering | 
the many questions put to him, the noble 
Lord had omitted mention of Persia. 
Earlier in the session there was an in- 
teresting, and, on the whole, a satisfactory | 
debate on the question of British interests | 
in Persia, and on the relation of events | 
there to the preservation of the safety of | 
our Indian Empire. 
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ask the noble Lord for information on 
three or four important points, in order 
to ascertain how far the, on the whole, 
satisfactory re-declaration of the policy of 
this country in regard to Persia was in 
process of having practical effect given 
to it, not by words only, but by deeds 
on the part of His Majesty’s Government. 
Now, since that debate they knew that 
Persia had concluded a loan with Russia 
for £1,000,000_ sterling. Everybody 
admitted that this country had made 
a gigantic blunder in refusing to guar- 
antee a loan of £2,500,000 to Persia 
some years ago. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 


No, no! 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said his hon. 
friend below the gangway said “ No, no” ; 
but he thought it would have paid even 
the Government of India to guarantee 
a loan not only of £2,500,000, but of 
many times that amount, having regard 
to our expenditure on the military and 
naval defence of India. It would be 
interesting to know the terms and con- 
ditions on which the new Persian loan 
had been guaranteed by Russia. It 


| might seriously endanger our influence 
‘and rightful predominance in the Gulf 


of Persia, if the custom receipts in 
the Gulf were allocated to Russia or to 
any other Power. Then, it was import- 
ant to know whether the conditions of 
that loan included any railway conces- 
sions to Russia through Northern Persia 
to Teheran. One of the most influential 
Russian newspapers said in regard to 
this subject— 


“Tt it is to be hoped that the friendly 
relations existing between the Persian and 
the Russian Governments will have prevented 
Persia from granting to Great Britain, without 
the knowledge of Russia, the right to build 
railways in any part of Southern Persia if 
Russia build lines in Northern Persia, as such 
a concession would be equivalent to a defeat 
of Russia, and would render it necessary for 
her to abandon her persistent desire to make 
an outlet for herself on the Indian Ocean. 
But ic is none the less probable that British 
diplomacy has, for all that, succeeded in 
obtaining some important limitations of the 
Russo-Persian Agreement relating to railways, 
and, consequently, that if Russia continues 
to maintain her present attitude of expectancy 
her political opponents will redouble their 
efforts to obtain still further limitations of hei 
rights, and during this time foreign civilising 
agents will gain an entry into Persia, even 


He should like to | without railways.” 
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“Such a state of affairs (concludes the jour- 
nal) forces us, nolens volens, to modify our policy 
with regard to Persia, by proceeding to con- 
struct railways in that kingdom, and by taking 
every other means to strengthen and to further 
our influence, instead of contining ourselves, 
as hitherto, to trying to preserve Persia from 
foreign influences.” 


Su pply 


Reference had been made to the under- 


standing between England and Russia | 


in regard to maintaining the status quo 
in regard to Persia. It was of the highest 
importance, having regard to the posi- 
tion of Persia, that the integrity and 
independence of that country should be 
maintained. They had been told that 
that was the determined and settled 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, and 
he asked the noble Lord to see that the 
Government took care that, when Persia 
was to be supplied with a system of 
railways, Great Britain should enjoy an 
equal right with Russia in supplying 
those railways. We should have the 
same right to build railways in Southern 
Persia, where our interests were pre- 
dominant, as Russia had to build rail- 
ways in Northern Persia. He trusted 
that this matter would have the vigilant 
attention of His Majesty’s Government, 
and that British rights to equal treat- 
ment would be resolutely maintained. 
It was also a matter of great importance 
to secure facilities for trade in Southern 
Persia by the improvement of existing 
roads, the building of new roads, and 
the removing of obstructions to river 
navigation. Without in the slightest 
degree wishing to be aggressive, he 
maintained that it was our duty to claim 
that in Southern Persia we should 
actively set on foot the improvement of 
communication so as to facilitate trade. 
By concerted action with the Govern- 
ment of India, the Karun river trade 
route should be improved, and a road 
made from Bunder Abbas, Kerman, and 
Yezd to Isfahan. That road would 
traverse for a great distance the tele- 
graph line to Beluchistan, and it would 
be of the very greatest :mportance, 
as it would facilitate the entrance of 
British goods into Persia as well as 
forming an outlet for Persian trade. 
When this subject was previously dis- 
cussed, they had to complain of an 
interference by Russia with our trade 
by the Quetta Nushki trade route. 
The Russian Government had sent down 
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doctors, with Cossack guards, to harass 
our caravans from Beluchistan. He would 
like to know whether the representa- 
tions which he understood the Govern- 
ment had made to Russia in regard to 
this matter had been effectual or not. 
Our fellow-citizens in India had a right 
to trade freely with Persia. We could 
take credit for this, that while we bore 
the whole cost of policing the Persian 
Gulf, we allowed foreign nations to trade 
there freely and on the same terms as our 
own; whereas Russia excluded every 
flag but her own from the Caspian Sea. 
He would further press the urgent 
necessity for proper facilities being given 
for the trade of India with Persia by 
the Quetta-Nushki trade route. Russia 
had already built three roads in Northern 


Persia with great advantage to her 
trade. He hoped the Committee would 


be assured that British interests, com- 
mercial and otherwise, in Persia, were 
receiving the careful and serious con- 
sideration of His Majesty’s Government. 

In regard to China, the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs had not made it quite clear 
to the Committee what the policy 
of the Government was in regard 
to the situation in Newchwang. He 
thought that the handing back of 
Tientsin should take place simultaneously 
with the handing back of Newchwang 


to Chinese administration. England, 
Japan, and the United States, who 
had the same objects and shared 


the same views, ought to act together 
more closely, and not be dragged at the 
chariot wheels of Germany. Germany had 
done nothing whatever for the relief of the 
Legations at Peking. All that she had 
done was to send out, later, needless 
and marauding expeditions in Chi-li, 
which had sown a legacy of bitter 
hatred on the part of the Chinese to 
Europeans. It was high time that the 
British Government should dissociate 
itself from Germany in North China. 
Germany had invariably played into the 
hands of Russia, and treated the British 
unfairly. 

Though the noble Lord was quite 
correct when he said that Tientsin was 
a place which we were at liberty to 
occupy, it was clearly contemplated by 
the protocol that the occupation of the 
city should be only temporary. He 
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therefore submitted they ought to give 
the easiest terms possible for returning 
that important city to Chinese jurisdic- 
tion, The Viceroy of Chi-li, Yuan-Shik-Kai. 
had proved himself to be an enlightened 
statesman, and he was the most power- 
ful force for the protection of life and 
property of foreigners in North China; 
yet he was prevented from coming into 
his capital. Although the population 
of over one million was turbulent, and 
piracy was rife in the neighbourhood, 
he was forbidden to have more than 300 
soldiers within eighteen miles of Tien- 
tsin. A more absurd and unjust pro- 
posal was never made. Russia today 
posed as the only friend of China, and 
that fact, having regard to the manner 
in which she had placed herself in the 
military occupation of Manchuria, showed 
there must be some bungling in our 
diplomacy somewhere. He hoped the 
noble Lord would give the Committee 
some clear intimation of their intention 
to disassociate themselves from Govern- 
ments like that of Germany, and to 
treat the Chinese equitably and fairly, 
and with some humane consideration. 
They had heard nothing about the hand- 
ing over of the Shan-Hai-Kwan Newch- 
wang Railway to the Chinese. Then 
there was the transfer of the line from 
Tientsin to Shan-Hai-Kwan, which was 
prevented owing to the objection of the 
Russian Government, and the conditions 
were, in consequence, to be varied. 
When was that sort of thing to 
end? We were supposed to have the 
strongest Government the country 
had ever had, and yet, on the 
objection of Russia, we were to back- 
down and alter the forms and conditions 
of an equitable agreement. The Govern- 
ment should look after British interests, 
and act in concert with Japan and the 
United States. For the first time in her 
history, the great and wealthy Empire 
of China was to be supplied with railways; 
we were a great manufacturing nation, 
and should have our share in supplying 
the materials for those railways along with 
other nations. 
that British concessionnaires had obtained 
concessons to lay 2,800 miles of lines of 
railway, but the curious fact was that, 
while they found other countries laying 
down railways under the condition that 
all the material must be drawn from the 
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country of the concessionnaire notone yard 
of the British concessionnaires’ railways 
had been laid. He did not think that was 
entirely the fault of the Government, 
but was due rather to the fact that 
British concessionnaires had not the 
energy of their competitors. The 2,800 
miles of railway for which we had ob- 
tained concessions were among the cream 
of the railway concessions of China. 
The railway enterprises in the Yang-tsze 
regions were among the most promising in 
the world, yet the money had not been 
found to build them. It might be that 
the Britishconcessionnaires would say they 
were not backed up by their Govern- 
ment in the same way as those of 
Belgium, France, Germany, and Russia. 
He believed that was true. He believed 
that the concessionnaires of these 
countries obtained these concessions 
on the best terms they could, and then 
when they had obtained them, snapped 
their fingers at the terms, and carried 
out the concessions in the form most 
favourable to themselves. He thought 
all rights granted to other concession- 
naires should be granted to British 
concession naires also. 

With regard to the new commercial 
treaty, he was bound to confess, after 
further information, and after having 
studied that most complicated question 
of likin, that, though it was most 
desirable that Jikin should be abol- 
ished, yet as the whole question was 
involved and complex, such a change 
could not be expected in the near future. 
The effect of the swollen indemnity, 
which was in the aggregate twice as 
large as the European nations could 
justly claim, if it were demanded in 
full, would be rendered doubly oppressive 
to the Chinese owing to the fallin the price 
of silver, and would make the abolition of 
likin impossible, The Government had 
expressed sympathy in this matter, but he 
would have them sympathetic in a 
practical manner. This indemnity had 
to be paid in the main by the rich 
districts like the Yang-tsze region, and a 
significant fact was that Manchuria would 
not contribute anything. What would 
be the effect on this fertile region of the 
Yang-tsze, which had been kept in a con- 
dition of law and order during the 
recent crisis, when the people were 
called upon to pay this sum to the 
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foreigners for their operations in northern 
China? In all probability three times 
as much as was needed to pay the 
indemnity would be extracted from 
them. There was a great danger of a 
strong anti-foreign feeling growing upon 
the minds of the Chinese of Central 
China, which mightculminate in greater 
trouble in the future than they had ex- 
perienced in the past, if this was _per- 
sisted in. The policy of dealing leniently, 
and not demanding our pound 
flesh from these people, would be the 
wisest that the Government could 
pursue. He hoped some assurance would 
be given by the noble Lord that these 
matters should receive his consideration. 
We desired facilities for trade in China, 
and if, through some modification of 
the policy of the Government we could 
get greater facilities for trade, the open- 
ing up to trade of the rivers of China, 
and the free right to trade with every 
riverside town. If there could be Inter- 
national Corseryaney Boards for the re- 
moval of obstructions to navigation on the 
great rivers, there would be a greater 
opening for trade with China. It was in 
that way we should seek for compensation 
from the Chinese people, rather than by 
an indemnity. There was no question 
whatever but that the Government had 
an opportunity now, seeing that we had 
Japan as our close ally in the far East, 


and knowing as they did that the 
United States held these just and 


liberal-minded views, of rendering a 
most important service not enly to the 
Chinese people but to the people of this 
country by increasing British trade with 
that great Empire. 


*(6.15.) Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, 
Romford) said the criticisms of the hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of Dean 
might have been of weight, and would no 
doubt be duly considered. Although it 
was easy to be wise after the event, 
he could not help thinking when the 
right hon. Baronet described the policy 
of the Foreign Office as weak and 
vacillating, he went beyond the mark. 
The policy adopted by the Foreign 


Oftice had been to get all they could and 
to tell others to keep their hands off. 
He rose however to draw attention to 
the commercial side of the question. 
The consular attachés were ignored in 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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of | 
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this country. If they compared what 
England did in Germany with what 
was done by the United States, they would 
find that the consular reports handed 
to the business men of this country were 
absolutely useless to them, and would 
not compare with those furnished to 
American traders. The persons we 
appointed as Consuls were usually men 
retired from business. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN | re- 
minded the hon. Member that there 
was a separate Vote for the Consular 
Service, and that the hon. Member 
would not be in order to go into that 
matter. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR submitted to 
the ruling of the Chair, and called atten- 
tion to the money wasted by the Foreign 
Office in having diplomatic Ministers in 
Saxony and other places, and complained 
of the policy of the Foreign Office in not 
resuming the commercial relations with 
Bolivia which were severed in 1840 by our 
consular agent there becoming an agent 
for the revolutionary party. Wedid more 
trade with Bolivia than with any other 
South American country, and he hoped 
the noble Lord would find it convenient 
to appoint another Consul, and not keep 

‘alive the sentiment which animated us 
when, in 1840, Mr. Lloyd our agent there 
was asked to quit the country. He 
also hoped the time was near when the 
noble Lord would attend only to the 
political side, and a Minister of Commerce 
would be created to deal with com- 
mercial matters. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said this country 
had been able to bear with equani- 
mity the disadvantage of not having 
a Minister at Bolivia ever since 1840, 
and, in his opinion, the hon. Gentle- 
man had given excellent reasons for 
not having one there now. From bad 
things there was always something good 
to be got, and he was very glad that 
Lord Salisbury was Prime Minister and 
not his hon. friend the Member for 
Barnsley, who, if he were Foreign 
Secretary, would in a short time involve 
us in a war with China, Germany 
Russia, and France on the subject: of con- 
cessions, and while waiting for that war 











a lana 





eather 








Supply—Civil 


749 


would spend our money in building rail- 


ways and improving the roads and 
rivers in Persia. Did not his hon. friend 
know that at the present moment we were 
dependent upon American energy for 
moving about in this country? He 
was one of those who desired to see 
money spent at home, and not in other 
countries for the benefit of other people. 
As for the concessionnaires, they might 
be the innocent people which the hon. 
Gentleman assumed they were, but as a 
rule the concessionnaire was sent out 
by some vague syndicate in England to 
urge that a concession should be given 
to him, and no sooner did he get it than 
he communicated with his syndicate, 
which possibly paid £600 or £700 for it, 
which brought out a company for 
£500,000 or perhaps £1,000,000, and 
then went to America for their materials. 
The syndicate made their money, and the 
people who lost were those who joined 
the company to open up by railway 
communication the towns with the 
almost unintelligible names which his 
hon. friend had referred to. 

He looked on the Japanese Treaty 
as a mistake. We could always have 
made a treaty with Japan when we 
required to, and we should have kept 
our hands free. But we had tied our 
hands by making a general treaty ; 
we had entered into almost an offensive 
treaty, because Russia and Japan had 
their eye on Korea as we had ours on the 
Transvaal, and if they went to war we 
were boundto go tothe assistance of Japan, 
while Japan would not assist us in de- 
fending our possessions at home. He 
agreed that the open door was most 
desirable in China, but that ought to be 
obta ned in ccncert with the other Powers, 
and by making treaties first with one 
nation and then with another. We 
made a treaty with Germany, and then 
when Count Von Biilow explained that 
it meant nothing, we went to Japan. 

He rose, however, to controvert one or 
two observations of his right hon. friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean. His 
right hon. friend had said that the under- 
standing with Italy was a beneficial one. 
The originof that understanding was this: 
When Crispi, who had been at the 
head of the Radicals, still retaining his 
views, went over to the Conservative 


Party much as the Colonial Secretary | 
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had done in this House, he went to 
Berlin and saw Count Bismarck. Count 
Bismarck proposed a treaty to him 
between Italy, Austria and Germany. 
Crispi said he foresaw that one day 
they might be in conflict with France ; 
that Germany could not defend the 
coast ; that it was England who must do 
that. The Minister in power in this 
country at the time then arrived at an 
arrangement with Italy, which enabled 
her to join the Triple Alliance. In 1891 
Mr. Gladstone, always the strong friend 
of Italy, called attention to the arrange- 
ment in an article in a magazine, and 
protested against this species of engage- 
ment into which we had entered, and 
protested still more against the practice 
of Ministers entering into them without 
discussing the matter in the House. It 
was arranged that with the support of 


Mr. Gladstone he (Mr. Labouchere) 
should raise that question in the 
House, Mr. Gladstone pointing out 
that if Ministers denied any treaty 
or understanding he was to accept 
the denial at once, because if it 
was denied the Liberal Party were 


not bound in any way, as it would then 
only be a private arrangement between 
Lord Salisbury and the Italian Minister. 
The question was raised, and there was 
a general admission made that something 
had been done, but the Government 
based their position on the status quo. 
But they had gone a good deal beyond 
preserving the status quo; a variety 
of engagements had been made by the 
Government, not only to defend the 
Italian coast, but with regard to other 
matters. He thought the Committee had 


a right to ask the Under a : 
wa 


State whether the Government 
pledged themselves at the present 
moment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said notes had 
been exchanged with regard to the main- 
tenance of the status quo in the Mediter- 
ranean and adjacent seas. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that at any 
rate these arrangements went on, and 
the records were at the Foreign Office. 
The Committee had a perfect right now 
to ask what those arrangements were, 
and how far they were valid. Were the 
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facts with regard to Italy as stated by 
greatest mistake to suppose that the 
the right hon. Baronet ? 
Liberal Party in Italy desired any 
arrangement either with this country or 
with the Triple Alliance. It was practi- 
cally admitted that those arrangements 
were made to induce Italy to enter into 
the Triple Alliance. But the Alliance 
obliged Italy to maintain a large army, 
and must involve her in war if hostilities 
broke out between Germany and France, 
so that the people there did not thank 
us for having aided and abetted in seeur- 
ing their country to join the Triple 
Alliance. The action of France in enor- 
mously raising the duties on wine and 
silk almost ruined commerce in Italy, 
and it was purely the financial difficulty 
which had induced the country to make 
a treaty and enter into friendly relations 
with France. Our business ought to be 
to remain perfectly neutral 


happened to be a great war. The Com- 


mittee had been told that the status quo 
in the Mediterranean must be maintained. 
To desire that status quo to exist was 
one thing, but to enter into a treaty , 


which must involve the country in war 
in order to maintain it, was a totally 
different thing. His right hon. friend 
had at any rate hinted that it would not 
be a bad thing to enter into atreaty with 
Italy with regard to Morocco. Did the 
Committee suppose we could enter into 
such a treaty without giving something 
toltaly? The Italians were uncommonly 
good diplomatists, and always wanted to 
get whatever they could, and they would 
certainly want something in return. He 
protested against all treaties which com- 
promised the country, and against the 
habit, which was growing more and 
more common with the Foreign Office, 
of making engagements and giving 


pledges, which, they were told, were not | 


treaties, but which compromised the 
country. He was of the school who 
held that no treaty ought to be made or 
any war engaged in without the House 
of Commons having been consulted, and 
its assent obtained. Such an arrange- 
ment would be a great safeguard. He 
asked the noble Lord whether he would 
frankly tell the Committee under what 
obligation to Italy we were at the present 
moment. 
Mr. Labouchere. 
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It was the | 
| would perhaps permit him to speak on 


if there | 
| influences 
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*(6.52.) Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Whitby) said that, having recently 
returned from China, the Committee 


this question. He did not rise to curse 
the Foreign Office, nor did he intend to 
bless them altogether. The noble Lord 
would himself probably admit that 
during the last few years there had 
been many opportunities which had 
been either thrown away or of which 
full advantage had not been taken. It 
was not fully realised how much our 
foreign .agents depended upon the 
Foreign Office. In fact, the Depart- 
ment and its agents all over the world 
were like one great body. If the brain, 
which was the Foreign Office at home, 
were at all sluggish or inert, its agents 
also were sluggish or inert; if, on the 
other hand, the former were active and 
enterprising, so also were the latter. The 
agents were very responsive to the 
they received from home. 
The machinery of the Foreign Office was 
entirely under the control and manage- 
ment of the head ot the Department. 
If a man like Lord Salisbury were at 
the head, the Department would be 


_worked in one way, while under a man 


like Lord Palmerston it would be worked 
quite differently. That being so, he 
did not think it at all necessary to set 
on foot an inquiry as to the working 
operations of the Foreign Office as sug- 
gested by the hon. Member for Wolver- 
hampton, inasmuch as its effectiveness or 
otherwise so largely depended upon the 
man who was the head of it. 

The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
had said he would like to investigate the 
secret correspondence of the Foreign 
Office. Nodoubt he would, and the re- 
sult of his investigation would be aseriesof 
amusing and instructive speeches in the 
House, but it was rather doubtful whether 
the pubtic service would be benefited 
thereby. Complaint had been made that 
the Foreign Office did not pay sufficient 
attention to the interests of the British 
Empire outside Europe. The Anglo- 
Japanese Treaty was a conclusive answer 
to that complaint. Anybody who waded 
through the correspondence in the Blue- 
book would be compelled to admit that 
such a charge was unfounded. When 
that treaty was first proclaimed, he had 


| doubts and misgivings in regard to it. 
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But it had been received with acclama- 
tion in this country and in Japan, and 


he fully admitted that it had done much | 


to strengthen and establish our position 
in the Far East. At the same time it 
should be borne in> mind that many 
newspapers were rather inclined to over- 
rate, at all events, the military power of 
Japan. The noble Lord the Member for 
Woolwich had spoken highly of the 
Japanese Navy, «nd of that he was a 
good judge; but as to the Japanese 
Army, it should be remembered that it 
had fought a successful campaign only 
against very inferior forces, and how it 
would fare against trained European 
troops was a matter of conjecture. He 
deprecated the power given under the 
treaty to Japan to involve us in enter- 
prises in the Far East of which we might 
not quite approve ; it would be an unfor- 
tunate thing if the Japanese were 
allowed to dictate to England the lines 
of the policy to be there adopted. The 
Government, however, in making this 
treaty had probably wrought better 
than they knew, because recently there 
had been a strong tendency on the part 
of the Chinese to throw themselves into 
the arms of the Japanese. They were 
sending their young men to be in- 
structed and taught in Japan in modern 
knowledge and science, and they were 
adopting Japanese methods in the train- 
ing of their army and navy. They could 
not go to Europe, because by so doing, 
jealousies would be created among the 
various European Powers, but by going 
to Japan they could acquire an immense 
amount of modern information, and adopt 
European methods in so far as they could 
be adapted to Chinese ideas. The Chinese 
and the Japanese were now closely linked 
in friendship, and the fact that we had 
this agreement with Japan would un- 
doubtedly tend to extend our influence 
over China. He would remind the Com- 
mittee, however, of almost the last words 
of Li Hung Chang, viz. 

‘* We wish to be friendly with England ; we 
have every disgosition to fall in with your 
views ; but we must know what you want. We 
know what Russia wants. She always fulfils 
her threats, and sometimes her promises ; 
whereas England changes her policy from day 
to day.” 


The policy of the open door was all very 
well, but the policy of the open mind was 
dangerous in the extreme, and had been 
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| the cause of most of our difficulties and 
| the 


loss of our prestige in China. The 
Chinese felt that if they took steps to help 
England one day, they would probably 
find what they had done being used 
against them by other Powers shortly 
afterwards. If we wanted to establish 
our friendship with China on a firm 
footing, we must settle upon our policy 
and pursue it steadily. 


He congratulated the noble Lord on 
the fact that the more recent policy 
of England, in many matters outside 
the Japanese Treaty, had gained the 
confidence of the English generally in 
the Far East, and that it was generally 
approved of by the Chinese themselves. 
There was one thing which he should 
like to say with regard to a remark in 
the speech of his noble friend. He said 
in a rather peremptory tone that it was 
not for us to ask for treaties, but to 
grant them. He would like to see that 
statement toned down a little. These 
words might be taken to mean that other 
Powers should come to us, hat in hand, 
begging for treaties; that we were 
graciously pleased to extend our favour 
to them or not, as we felt inclined. 
The noble Lord, he was sure, did not 
mean that, and he would not wish either 
to offend the susceptibilities of Japan in 
any way, with whom we had made our 
treaty on terms of equality. It was a 
mistake, in dealing with foreign nations, 
and especially Germany, to give away 
concessions unasked, as we had done in 
1898 to Germany with regard toShantung. 
In that case, undoubtedly, we gave away 
our rights unnecessarily when we bound 
ourselves not to ask for mining rights 
nor to make railways there, nor, 
in fact, to extend our enterprises 
beyond ten miles round Wei-Hai-Wei. 
Germany did not ask us to make that 
concession. He did not think his hon. 
friend the Member for Barnsley need 
disturb himself very much about Gerinan 
influence in the Shantung Peninsula, 
because the Germans were not making 
very great way there. The merchants 
carrying on trade there did not like the 
military régime, which was too straight- 
laced for them. With regard to railways, 
the hon. Member for Wolverhampton 
had blamed the Government jor not 
assisting British enterprise in China. 
He would like to know what that meant. 
Did he mean that the British Govern- 
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ment should guarantee a loan for the 
purpose of constructing railways under 
aconcession! If the British Govern- 
ment used its influence to obtain con- 
cessions it was for capitalists to come 
forward and work them. He did not 
think the Government should be ex- 
pected to do more than they had done. 
The Government had done all that 
could be reasonably expected with regard 
to concessions in securing a fair field 
and no favour. If capitalists would 
not take advantage of them, what 
more could the Government do? A very 
enlightened Chinaman had said that 
he was in favour of China giving con- 
cessions to everybody to make railways, 
because if the railways were a success 
the Chinese would buy them, while if 
they were a failure the foreigners would 
lose their money. The idea in asking 
for Government aid was that they would 
thereby be enabled to occupy the coun- 
try politically. That was an impossible 
dream. Chinacould never be occupied or 
partitioned by foreign Powers. Six 
European Powers failed to govern one 
province ; how would they govern 
eighteen ? They would be helpless. 
Their laws would not be obeyed, and 
they could not collect their taxes. 
China must be left to herself, and 
she would soon be able to protect 
herself against any aggression. There 
was no reason to fear a military 
invasion by China. It was not a mili- 
tary nation, and it was not anaggressive 
nation by any means, but undoubtedly 
if we opened up China and made it rich 
and prosperous we would raise upa most 
forcible commercial rival to ourselves, 
and we would be exposed to competition 
which did not at present exist. He must 
say that everybody who had studied the 
question of the indemnity regarded it as 
nothing more nor less than an extortion. 
In the raising of money to meet the 
demand, the punishment would fall 
upon the innocent and not the guilty, 
and it was on account of that condition 
of things that the outbreaks had re- 
cently occurred in the southern provinces. 
Therefore, in dealing with the matter of 
the indemnity, they ought to be very 
careful indeed. It was an extremely 
difficult question, and he was not at 
all surprised that the Government should 
hesitate to make up their minds upon 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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it. With regard to the withdrawal of 
the troops from Tientsin, he said the 
authorities there were apprehensive that 
if this were done there might be a 
recrudescence of the disturbance. It 
would be a great misfortune if that 
result were to follow the withdrawal of 
the troops. But the present Governor 
of the province was a young man with 
pro-foreign sympathies, and he had been 
so far backed up to a very large extent 
by the Government at Pekin. He had 
every disposition to be friendly to us, 
and our best policy was to trust him, 
as if we distrusted him he might 
be turned into an enemy. ‘The Ger- 
mans had not the slightest intention of 
withdrawing their troops until they were 
compelled to do so. If we wanted the 
country to settle down, we must get 
the Germans out of it. The Committee 
knew the charges that had been made 
against our soldiers in South Africa 
by people in Germany, but if those who 
preferred those charges had a full, true, 
and particular account of the outrages 
practised by the Germans in Pechili, 
they might be astonished, but they 
would feel that they had no right to 
attack us for what they supposed our 
soldiers had done. Some complaint 
had been made that our Consuls in 
China were underpaid and overworked. 
That was true. But it was untrue that 
commercial affairs were neglected by 
our Consuls, who were always ready 
to give all reasonable help to our 
traders and merchants. They exercised 
certain judicial duties, and they en- 
joyed the confidence of the Chinese in 
a measure which was not extended to 
the Consuls of any other nation. He 
invited the attention of the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs to the fact 
that they were seriously overworked. 
He hoped he had not attacked the 
Foreign Office unfairly in regard to 
anything they had done in China ; and 
he trusted that the noble Lord would 
continue the line he had lately adopted, 
and administer Chinese affairs with im- 
partiality, and in sympathy with the 
Chinese, and with a clear and settled 
idea as to what we wanted, and a firm 
determination not to be baulked or 
turned aside in the pursuit of the 
objects we sought to obtain. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
intended to move the reduction of the | 
salary of the noble Lord the Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs. No information 
had been given them that afternoon 
in reference to the position of the 
Japanese people in Australia, under 
the treaty between this country and 
Japan. He was afraid that a certain 
amount of uneasiness existed in Australia 
in regard to that treaty. On the 8th of 
Maylastthe hon. Member for theScotland | 
Division had asked a question whether 
the Anglo-Japanese ‘Treaty contained 
terms by which Japanese subjects might 
go to Australia ; and the answer of the 
Secretary of the Colonies was “ No;” 
that the subject of emigration from 
Japan to Australia had not been con- 
templated. Before this Vote went 
through, the noble Lord the under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs ought 
to make some statement in reference 
to what had taken place between this 
Government and that of Japan. It 
could not be expected that if Great | 
Britain entered into an alliance with! 
Japan, the people of Japan were not) 
to be allowed access to portions ,of the 


{3 JuLy 1902} 


territory of the nation with which 
they had entered into alliance. At) 
the same time, it was of enormous 


importance to the people of Australia 
that their country should not be flooded 
by Asiatic immigrants. As to the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, he had long resolved to say 
frankly across the floor of the House 


what, within his own knowledge, a 
large number of Members had said 
both inside and outside the House, 


although, so far as he knew, they 
had not had the courage directly to 
it across the floor of the House. 
He did not desire to be personally 
offensive to the noble Lord. He was 
not anxious to deal with this as a personal 
matter at all, but he did say that, 
from a public point of view, it was re- 
garded, not alone by many Members of | 
the House, but by a large section of the 
public outside, that it was a most im- 
proper thing that the noble Lord should 
occupy the position he did in this House. | 
The representative of the Foreign Office | 
in this House occupied one of the greatest | 
positions which any Member of the House 


say 
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this country constituted perhaps the most 
anxious and important point of the 
Government of the country. And yet 
when this Vote came up for discussion 
for the first time that afternoon there 
was not a single member of the Govern- 
ment present except the noble Lord. 
More than that, there were not absolutely 


‘throughout the afternoon more than a 


dozen supporters of the Government on 
the Benches opposite. He had himself 
several times counted the number of 
Members present in the House, and he 
saw that there was not a quorum. Why 
was this, when such serious questions were 
being dealt with as our relations with 
China, the position of Russia and Germany, 
and many other important matters con- 
nected with foreign affairs? He main- 
tained that it was because, since the 
noble Lord had had charge of foreign 
affairs in this House, foreign affairs had 
ceased to have the interest for hon. 
Members which they had when the 
Foreign Office was represented in this 
House by some responsible statesmen. 
No one who had heard the noble Lord’s 
arrogant statement that this nation would 
make a treaty with no other nation that 
did not come as a supplicant and beg for 
it, would not have been convinced that 
the man who made that statement was 
absolutely incapable of occupying a 
position of a Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
Why was he Minister for Foreign Affairs 
in this House? They talked sometimes 
of the methods by which America was 
governed, but if the President of the 
United States attempted to make his 
own son one of his most prominent 
Ministers—the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, for instance—{Cries of “ Oh, oh” 
from the Ministerial Benches|—the people 
of America would not stand it. He did 
not mean to be personally offensive ; he 
would say the same thing of any other 
Gentleman. But the fact that the noble 
Lord was at the head of the Foreign Office 
was not due to his ability, or to his service 


'and record in this House, but was abso- 


lutely due to his being the son of the Prime 
Minister. 


The hon. Member was still speaking 


at half-past seven o'clock when the sitting 


was suspended. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 


clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 


could occupy, and the foreign relations of | his Report to the House. 
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The Committee report Progress ; to sit 
again this evening. 

EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lorps] (By ORvER). 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM AND DOVER RAILWAYS (re- 
COMMITTED) BILL [Lorps. } 

*(9.0.) Sir WILLIAM HART DYKE 
(KXent, Dartford), in moving that it be 
an Instruction to the Committee on the 
re-committed Bill to consider their de- 
cision upon the preamble ot the Bill as re- 
ported by them vo the House, except in so 
far as the same relates to Railway No. 1, 
said that so far as the action of the 
Committee was concerned he had no 
criticism whatever to make. He had no 
doubt that action was taken after full 
consideration of the facts, and hearing 
of evidence, and therefore it was not his 
intention for one moment to question 
that decision. He was now asking the 
House to reconsider the unopposed 
portion of the Bill and to except the 
opposed portion, which he admitted was 
an exceptional course for the House to 
adopt. He did not wish to weary the 
House with a long history of this matter, 
which related to a bridge that con- 
nected Kent with the Isle of Sheppey. 
It was considered that the time had 
arrived when the bridge should be sub- 
stituted by another. The Company lost 
their Bill, but, so far as the bridge was 
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concerned, time was of great moment, and | 


the Company, immediately on losing their 
Bill, placed the matter in the hands of Sir 
Benjamin Baker, the eminent engineer, 
who had advised that, with the aid of 
an engineering invention which had come 
from America, the old bridge could be 
removed and a new one put in its place 
with the minimum disturbance of traffic. 
He would, therefore, like the whole 
matter referred back to the Committee 
this session, with the one reservation 
that they should be allowed at once to 
renew this old bridge, and not have to 
wait for the sanction of Parliament. 


With regard to the opposed part being 
recommitted, he was quite prepared to 
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leave that to the House. He asked for 
thetrecommittal of the unopposed part, 
which was a matter of vital importance 
to the Company and the trattic of 
the Company, which was a matter in 
which the House was interested, inas- 
much as when they sanctioned the amal- 
gamation of the two Companies they 
insisted on the expenditure of a large 
amount for widening the lines and the 
improvement of the trattic. Since then the 
Company had spent £2,000,000_ in 
making improvements to carry out these 
obligations. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction tothe Committee 
on the recommitted Bill to reconsider their 
decision upon the Preamble of the Bill 
as reported by them to the House, except 
in so far as the same relates to Railway 


No. 1.”-—(Sir William Hart Dyke.) 


*Mu. DE TATTON EGERTON 
(Cheshire, Knutsford), as chairman of the 
Committee which considered this question, 
said he did not, unfortunately, read the 
Report, which was an omission upon bis 
part ; but the decision arrived at by the 
Committee was that the preamble as a 
whole was proved, subject to the inclusion 
of a clause to carry out the compromise 
already offered to the railway company. 
That gave rise to the question as to 
whether the chairman of the Commiteee 
had a right to take the preamble of an 
omnibus Bill as a whole. The whole 
matter was submitted to the officers of 
the House, who placed it before the Com- 
mittee, with the result that the Committee 
adhered to its decision. Counsel on 
behalf of the railway company then 
refused to accept the proviso on behalf 
of the company, and laid a trap for him 
(Mr. de ‘Tatton Egerton) by saying, ‘Then 
the preamble is not proved.” He, unfor- 
tunately, agreed, but he should have read 
and revised the Report had he done his 
duty. The Bill was divided into two 
parts, one opposed and one unopposed. 
With regard to Railway No. 1, which 
was the subject of this Lnstruction, that 
had reference to the renewal of a bridge 
across the Swale. That bridge, when 
originally sanctioned in 1856, was a 
swing bridge open to all craft, but in 
1861 further powers were given, which 
restricted the trathic to those vessels 
which had masts which could not be 
taken down. Since that time the traffic 
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had increased enormously. According to 
the evidence brought before the Com- 
mittee, no less than 12,000 journeys 
a year were made _ by _ barges 
carrying 800,000 tons of commodities to 
and from the manufacturers in Milton 
Creek ; and evidence came before the 
Committee of the damage accruing to these 
craft in getting under the closed bridge. 
The railway company, having the power 
of restricting the opening of the bridge 
to barges not lowering their masts, carried 
it to a very fine point indeed. It was 
practically impossible for barges with 
deck loads to lower their masts, but 
because they. could, on occasion, lower 
them, the bridge would not be opened 
to them. In 1898 the bridge was abso- 
lutely closed to all trattic ; and since then 
therailway company were perfectly satisfied 
to buy out all those who had a right to 
use the bridge. The railway company 
knew that the bridge would have to be 
renewed, but they took no steps to come 
to Parliament at all until the Milton 
Creek Conservancy took the matter up. 
Even then the railway company did not 
bring in a Bill to replace the bridge as it 
existed under the Bill of 1856 as amended 
by the Bill of 1861; but tried to obtain 
a fixed bridge in 1900 and having an 
injunction served on them, they came to 
Parliament this year with an omnibus 
Bill, and quietly asked the House to 
sanction the new bridge on the terms 
they obtained without challenge in the 
Bill of 1861. The Committee unanimously 
passed the preamble of the Bill, with a 
proviso that the railway company should 
have absolute priority of the right to 
keep the bridge closed ; that the bridge 
should never be opened for more than 
twenty minutes at any one time ; and that 
half the cost of keeping a man night and 
day to open the bridge, and half the 
cost of the electricity for opening and 
shutting it, was to be paid by the local 
conservancy. The Committee thought 
that the compromise was one which the 
railway company might accept. The 
company never attempted to show to the 
Committee that it was impossible for 
them to carry it out ; and the Committee 
were perfectly satisfied that they had 
a right to retain that proviso as a portion 
of the Bill which the company had to 
accept. The company did not choose to 
accept it, and the Committee accordingly 
felt that they were not justified in passing 
the preamble of the Bill. 
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Tur CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) said he considered the matter at 
issue a very simple one. The Committee 
had to consider an omnibus Bill, which 
contained, among other things, a clause 
with reference to the rebuilding of a 
certain bridge. He did not intend to 
pronounce any opinion as to whether the 
Committee were right or wrong in the 
course they adopted with regard to that 
particular bridge. He did not feel bound, 
nor would he be justified in forming an 
opinion, and he would assume that the 
Committee were perfectly right. But, in 
addition to the Swale bridge, which, no 
doubt, occupied the greater part of the at- 
tention of the Committee, there were other 
matters in the Bill, the preamble relating 
to which was proved in due form. What 
eventually happened, according to the 
hon. Member, was that he intended to 
pass the preamble of the Bill, and that 
it was really the fault of counsel for the 
promoters that he threw it out. He did 
not think that the hon. Member was 
justified in suggesting that counsel laid 
a trap for him. He would quote a few 
sentences from the shorthand notes of 
the proceedings— 

‘Tue CHAIRMAN: The preamble of the Bill 

will stand or fall as a whole.” 
Therefore, the Chairman himself was thie 
first person who used the words ‘‘as a 
whole.” Then Mr. Littler said that as 
the Bill was to stand or fall as a whole, 
they would be prepared to strike out of 
the Bill the clause or clauses relating to 
Swale bridge. Then the Chairman 
replied— 

“The preamble of the Bill will be taken 
as a whole, and you had better consult your 
principals, and see us on another day.” 


On the final occasion the Chairman 
said--- 
**The Committee have had the benefit of 


the advice of the officers of the House, and 
they stand by their decision.” 
*Mr. DE TATTON EGERTON said 


that that was revised. 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER said that 
that looked as if the Committee had 
consulted the officers of the House, 
who had confirmed their opinion. What 
was said, however, was, as was sug- 
gested by the hon. Member, that the 
Committee had consulted the officers of 
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the House, ‘‘but’’ they stand by their 
decision. Mr. Littler on that occasion 
said— 

**T understand the decision of the Committee 
to be that, notwithstanding that the unopposed 
portion of the Bill has been proved, you will 
tind the preamble has not been proved. 


“THe CHAIRMAN : Yes, we take the preamble 


as a whole. 

“Mr. Lirrier: Then the whole preamble is 
not proved. 

‘*THe CHAIRMAN: Yes, the whole preamble.” 
He ventured to say that the Committee 
in that matter had fallen into an error. 
The proper course would have been to 
have said that the preamble, as far as it 
related to the Swale Bridge, was not 
proved. It seemed to him that it was 
impossible to say that the preamble 


relating to other matters was not 
proved, because it was proved, and 
clearly proved, and the Chairman 
of the Committee stopped counsel 
from proceeding with it because he 
said he was satisfied. He was con- 
cerned on behalf of omnibus Bills 
generally. It was perfectly obvious that 


if railway companies and corporations 
had to introduce every one of their pro- 
posals as a separate Bill the cost would 
be gigantic, the mass of documents 
which the House would have to struggle 
through would be piled mountains high, 
and the whole system, which had worked 
effectively and well, would be destroyed. 
He was sure the House would not desire to 
do that. As far as he had been able to 
search the records of the House, there 
was no precedent for the action of the 
Committee. For these reasons he thought 
it was desirable that the House should 
accept the Instruction, and he thought 
the Committee, on consideration, would 
see that the proper course to take would 
be to report to the House as proved the 
portions of the Bill that really were 
proved, and to reject that portion of the 
Bill which in their opinion should not be 
passed. He wished to repeat that he 
expressed no opinion on the decision of 
the Committee with reference the 
Swale bridge. 


to 


(9.40.) Mr. T. F. C. E. SHAW (Stafford) 
said he thought there were one or two 
points which the Houseshould bear in mind 
in dealing with the question. 

Mr. J. W. Lowther. 


Promoters 
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had many advantages with reference to 
omnibus Bills ; but it was never intended 
that highly contentious matter should be 
included in them. In 1861 a Bill was 
brought in, called the Sittingbourne and 
Sheerness Increase of Capital Bill, and 
the promoters slipped into it a clause 
whereby the freedom of the public was 
very materially abrogated, and the rail- 
way company obtained a practical mono- 
poly of the waterway. That continued 


until 1889. when the bridge was 
regarded as unsafe. Then the railway 
company, in defiance of its statutory 


obligations, closed the river trattic in its 
entirety. The traders of the district 
protested, but the railway company 
disregarded all the protests laid before 
them, until the Milton Creek Con- 
servancy took action. When proceedings 
were threatened, the railway company 
came to Parliament for powers to build 
a new bridge, and the question was 
decided by the House of Lords without 
hearing the traders of the district or 
the Milton Creek Conservators. When 
the Bill came before the House of 
Commons Committee, the railway 
company endeavoured to rule the Milton 
Creek Conservancy out of order, as they 
had succeeded in doing in the other 
House. But the Court of Referees 
decided that the Committee to which 
the Bill was referred should hear the 
Conservancy and the traders of the 
district. The Committee spent many 
anxious days in considering the matter. 
The Chairman and the Committee pro 
posed a clause which was in the nature 
of a compromise as between the rights of 
the public and the desires of the railway 
company, and counsel for the company 
refused to accept it, and gave no reasons 
whatever forthatcourse. The statement 
that the Committee had exceeded their 
rights was not in accordance with the 
facts ; as counsel to Mr. Speaker was of 
opinion that the Committee were entirely 
within their rights in the action they had 
taken, although it was without precedent. 
He wished to know whether Committees 
of this House were always to be governed 
by precedent, or whether in times of 
commercial stress, when it was desirable 
that their waterways should be absolutely 
free, Committees were not to exercise 
some amount of judgment and common 
sense. The railway company did not in 
any way endeavour to meet the difficulty. 











O 
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Counsel for the company practically said 
that they did not care for the public or 
for the Committee, that they would fall 
back in their rights and build a new 
bridge over the old bridge. He main- 
tained that as the company had broken 
their statutory obligations, the Committee 
were right in penalising them—he used 
the word deliberately—to the extent of 
refusing their omnibus Bill. After that 
decision was given, it was suggested that 
a compromise might be effected by the 
Committee passing the rest of the Bill, 
the company on their part undertaking 
not to build a new bridge over the old 
bridge without coming to Parliament. 
He thought that would meet with a 
favourable reception from the Committee, 
but the company, believing that they 
were strong enough in this House, refused 
it. He trusted that the House would 
endorse the decision of the Committee. 


Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich) said 
the debate was of an unprecedented charac- 
ter. He had searched the records of the 
House, and he could not find any precedent 
for the action of the Committee inrefusing 
to pass the preamble of a omnibus Bill. 
There had been cases where the preamble 
had not been proved, but they were 
totally different from the case now before 
the House. One case occurred in 1836, 
when the members of the Committee 
were themselves divided ; but he under- 
stood that, in the present case, the 
decision of the Committee was unanimous, 
and he had no doubt that the House 
would give the greatest attention to it. 
The hon. Member opposite stated that it 
was never intended that contentious 
matter should be introduced into omnibus 
Bills, but in his experience he found that 
omnibus Bills very frequently dealt with 
most contentious matter. While the 
House should pay great attention to the 
decision of the Committee, they should be 
very careful. They should not in any 
way interfere with the conduct of private 
bill business or with the freedom and 
independence of the Committees to whom 
were entrusted the responsibility of con- 
sidering private Bills. His hon. friend 
the Chairman of the Committee showed 
that he and the Committee believed that 
there were certain matters in connection 
with the Bill which the House ought 
tc know; aud they believed that 
the best way of carrying that 
out was to adopt the course 
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they did. Therefore, the House ought 
to give the Committee every credit for 
taking an exceptional course, when they 
thought that course was the best means 
of bringing certain matters before the 
House. He was very anxious, whatever 
decision might be arrived at, that it 
should not be supposed that they did not 
fully realise the responsibility of the 
Chairman and of the Committee ; for it 
would be a serious thing indeed if it 
were to be concluded that all the Clauses 
in an omnibus Bill which were not 
opposed should be passed without con- 
sideration by the Committee. The 
Committee was responsible for every 
Clause in the Bill, even though there 
was no petition against it. Even where 
no petition was presented there might 
be reports from Government offices, and 
also the financial arrangements for carry- 
ing out the scheme, to be considered. 
While he felt that the Committee were 
justified in the course they had taken, 
he was sorry that they had not taken the 
course suggested by the Chairman of 
Committees, and omitted the Clause 
about which there was adispute, or, 
better still, put in the Clause they 
wanted counsel to accept and let the 
House decide. The system of omnibus 
Bills was of very great importance to the 
House, and it would be a serious thing if 
any decision of the House rendered it 
more difficult than it now was for public 
bodies to promote such Bills. Of course, 
circumstances might occur which would 
render it absolutely necessary for a 
Committee to refuse to pass the preamble 
of a Bill, and circumstances might also 
occur which would justify the action 
which had been taken in the present case. 
sut it seemed to him that the Committee 
should have no objection to the Instrue- 
tion, as it appeared to carry out the very 
views expressed by his hon. friend. The 
House by passing the Instruction would 
confirm the decision of the Committee 
that there was something unsatisfactory 
with reference to particular Clauses which 
required further consideration, The 
House would in effect say that they agreed 
with the decision of the Committee with 
reference to such Clauses, but that they 
asked them to reconsider the unopposed 
portions of the Bill. There was no 
necessity to have a division of opinion in 
such a matter, and if his hon. friend and 
the other members of the Committee were 
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satisfied with that view, he thought the 
Instruction might be unanimously agreed 
to. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said he agreed that there was no need for a 
division of opinion on the matter. The 
first question was whether there was any 
need at all to fetter the discretion of the 
Committee, and, on general principles, it 
uppeared to him that there was not. The 
second question was whether there was 
any utility in the Instruction at ajl, as it 
was the duty of the Committee when a 
Bill was recommitted to reconsider the 
whole of the preamble, and, therefore, 
it appeared to him that the Instruction 
would be of no value, although it would 
be a slight on the Committee to pass it. 
The right hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Instruction set a most excellent 
example by announcing his intention of 
not taking part in any division, a course 
which he trusted would be followed by 
other Members who were railway direc- 
tors. 

(10.0.) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, 
W.) said that after the interesting speech 
of the hon. Member for Norwich he was 
in great hope that the Instruction would 
be accepted without a division. During 
the ten years he had been in the House 
he had invariably supported the decisions 
of Committees, and it was a matter of 
the greatest regret that hon. Members 
should be asked to divide on a question 
which was of the greatest importance 
as regarded their system of private Bill 
legislation. The details with reference 
to the Swale bridge had nothing to do 
with the question at issue, which was a 
question of procedure with regard to 
private Bill legislation. Omnibus Bills 
were of great importance, not only to 
hon. Members, b t to railway companies 
and corporations; but if promoters 
were to be penalised, as the hon. Member 
opposite stated, because a Committee 
took an adverse view with regard to one 
particular part of the Bill, it would 
practically be the end of the system. 
He did not believe that an hon. Gentle- 
man with the long and ripe experience 
of his hon. friend the Member for the 
Knutsford Division would desire such a 
change. He deprecated the discussion 


of the merits of the Swale bridge. What 

the House was asked to decide was 

whether they would or would not estab- 
Sir Samuel Hoare, 
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lish a new treatment for omnibus Bills. 
That was the issue, and he hoped that 
even at the last moment his hon. friend 
the Member for Knutsford would accept 
the Instruction. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing) said there were certain facts admitted, 
and certain facts disputed in the case. 
The facts admitted were that in 1856 
a certain bridge was erected across the 
Swale river on condition that it was to 
be open to all traffic. In 1861, in a Bill 
not ostensibly for the purpose, powers 
were obtained to shut the bridge against 
all vessels the masts of which could 
be lowe ed. ‘The facts not admitted 
were that that new condition con- 
stituted a great hardship, and that the 
lowering of the masts was a great 
danger to life and property. The 
railway company did not agree with 
this statement, and witnessed _ the 
damage which was being inflicted with- 
out any compunction at all. The point 
that now had to be considered was 
whether the Committee were within 
their right in refusing to pass the pre- 
amble unless they passed it as a whole. 
The Committee, of which he was a 
member, were told by the law officers that 
they were within their right in doing 
so, although there was absolutely no 
precedent for the course they had 
adopted. But a precedent had to be 
made some time or another, and they con- 
sidered that this was a case in which 
it ought to be made. After all, the 
Committee did only what the House 
did a year or two ago. A Bill was 
promoted by the London and North 
Western Railway Company, nine-tenths 
of which was undisputed matter; but 
it was refused by the House because 
they did not agree with the company 
with reference to the re-housing of the 
dishoused people. On that occasion 
they heard very little about the sacred 
rights of omnibus Bills; and, therefore, 
all the arguments they had heard to- 
night fell to the ground. It might be 
asked why the Committee had refused 
that part of the Bill which was un- 
opposed. It was because they saw on 
the part of the company a disposition 
to wriggle. The Committee suggested 
a compromise, but it was rejected scorn- 
fully and even menacingly; and it was 
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suggested that they would get over | convenience inflicted on the public. The 
the difficulty by building a bridge on| Committee were apparently of opinion 


that some twenty years ago the company 
secured advantages which it was not to 
the public interest they should retain, 


the present site. When, therefore, the | 
Committee saw a disposition on the part | 
of the company to circumvent their | ; 
wishes, they decided to let the preamble | and that the present was an opportunity 
stand or fall as a whole. The hon. | °f obliging them to disgorge their 
Member for Norwich suggested that | plunder. But the question was whether 


the members of the Committee should | the company had broken their statutory 
have really no fault to find with the | obligations, and, as far as he could gather, 
Instruction ; but he, as a member of | they had not. He thought it was a 

for a fair compromise, and he 


Yommittee, had t fault to find Matter s 5 : 
oe "I “es se ok de _ hoped the Chairman of the Committee 


decision arrived at by s Committee, would see his way to accept the Instrue- 


< .’ | tion. The Committee would then be 
Committees would be much less in : : 
coe wi ts hintiees than ah able to reconsider the question, to pass 
ae . ae lone : “The right nit the preamble so far as the uncontentious 
3 : -| matters we concerned, and, if the 
Gentleman the Member for Dartford viene pals. : : ey 


. 5 ‘thought fit, insert a clause dealing with 
said that he had carefully abstained the Swale Bridge. The House would 
from speaking to Members on the 


' then be able to reject that Clause if th 
subject, and he regretted that the rail- | ane ying 0 Paginas ap ral | 


; considered it not in the public interest. 
way company for whom the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke had not adopted the | 
same course. There had been very 
systematic and thorough lobbying on 
the question. He himself had been 
asked to vote for the Motion. [An 
Hon. Memper: By whom?] He did 
not take the trouble to inquire, but 
simply replied, as a member of the 
Committee he was the wrong man to 
approach. He hoped the House would 
stand by the Committee, and not pass 
a Motion which would be practically a 
vote of censure on it. 

Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton) said he desired to entirely 
repudiate the suggestion just made by 
the hon. Member that there was any 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) re- 
minded the right hon. Baronet that the 
| Committee were willing to pass the pre- 
_amble of the Bill if a Clause such as he had 

suggested were inserted, but the company 
refused to accept the compromise. This 
/matter realised a very important prin- 
ciple. In his view, when a railway com- 
/pany came to the House for extended 
facilities and privileges, it was not only 
the right but the duty of the Committee 
to inquire into all the circumstances of 
the case. As far back as 1856 and 1861 
this company was bound to provide free 
navigation along this arm of the sea. 
It existed until 1899 when the bridge 
' was closed. In 1900, proceedings were 
r r , ‘taken against the company, and the 
idea of censuring the Committee. He ar promised to aor te Pastio- 
fully believed that the Committee went ment for power to build a better bridge. 
into the matter with an earnest desire | J, 1901, when they pretended to fulfil 
to do what was right both to the that promise, they asked for a fixed 
railway company and to the traders | ridge, which was of no use whatever. 
in the locality; and he was very glad | Proceedings were at present pending 
that there had been no attempt to | against the company, and it was a some- 
discuss the details of the question. | what high-handed proceeding on their part 
The House entrusted large powers to its | to ask the House of Commons practically 
Committees, it reposed great confidence | to defeat the Conservators in their action. 
in them, and it was very unwilling to|The Committee was simply asking the 
disturb their decisions. At the same company to carry out a_ statutory 
time it was right that there should be an | obligation fifty years old, and he hoped 
appeal to the House when new precedents | they would be supported by the House. 
were created, and there was a possibility | 


of injustice being done. The present| (10.30.) Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 





was a\case in which not only would ex- 

treme injustice be done to a railway 

serving important interests, but great in- 
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ford) said he should vote against the 
Bill with much regret but great alacrity. 
In his opinion, the South-Eastern and 
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Chatham Railway Company was 


London. The company had not carried 
out the promise made for them by their 
sponsors four years ago, when the 
amalgamation was permitted. The line 
also .was the worst offender in the 
kingdom in the matter of differential 
and preferential rates for agricultural 
produce. Parliament did not give these 
great corporations a monopoly of the 
carrying trade in order that they might 
penalise the home producer and _ bolster 
up the foreigner. For these reasons he 
should vote against the proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and, as the agri- 
cultural interest was very seldom able to 
show its hand in the House, he hoped 
every agricultural Member would do his 
duty by going into the same Lobby. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, | 


Partick) said his only interest in this 
matter was that of having been chair- 
man of the Referees who decided 
against the company on a preliminary 
point. They decided that the barge- 
owners and the Conservators were en- 
titled to be heard with regard to the 
construction of the bridge, and he was 
quite prepared to believe that the Com- 
mittee were right in acceding to the 
views which were urged. But that was 
not the point now before the House. 
The issue was as to whether or not the 
system of omnibus Bills was to be con- 
tinued. It had been argued that if the 
Committee differed from the promoters, 
and sought to impose a condition which 
the promoters were unwilling to accept, 
the Committee were entitled to use the 
threat that unless the condition were 
accepted they would throw out, not 
merely the part of the scheme to which 


the condition related, but the whole of | 


the Bill. That he contended was not 
the function of the Committee. The 
Committee was a judicial body, and was 
bound to go into the various points and 
give a judicial decision uponthem. The 
House was in an entirely different 
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part of the promoters, and there was no 
such suggestion in the present case. If 
the decision of the Committee were up- 
held, a railway company would be 
bound to break up its omnibus Bills into 
a dozen pieces, and submit each one 
separately. The present system was 
most convenient not only to the pro- 
moters, but also to the House, and should 
be maintained. He believed the addi- 
tional power claimed by the Committee, 
and for which no precedent whatever 
could be found, would lead to mischievous 
and far-reaching consequences, and there- 
fore he hoped the Instruction would be 
accepted. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS(Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) challenged the distinction drawn 
by the hon. Member between the powers 
and duties of the House and of the 
Committee in this matter. The duties 
and powers of both, whether they were 
called judicial or not, were identical. 
The question referred to the Committee 
was the expediency of granting further 
powers to a company, and to that every 
consideration was germane, and the 
discretion of the Committee was as un- 
fettered as that of the House. The issue 
before the House was not ‘that of 
whether the system of omnibus Bills 
should be continued. That question 
would have been affected if no alterna- 
tive had been offered by the Committee 
to the promoters. But the Committee 
offered to pass the whole scheme subject 
to one alternative, and the company 
preferred the rejection. It was gener- 
ally admitted that the proposal of the 
Committee was a desirable one, and the 
only question before the House was 
as to the method by which it could 
|be made a part of the law. Al 
though the Committee had power to 
‘enforce this they had not done so 
because nobody had done the same 
thing before. The illustration given of 
| the London and North Western Railway 
|Company was identically on all fours 
| with this. It involved outlays in Wales 





position, and was ‘ully entitled to look | and in different parts of England, but 
into all the circumstances of the case,|the Committee were dissatisfied with 
and if it thought the company were not | the proposal for the housing o/ the 
fit to be entrusted with further privi-| working classes in the London scheme 
leges, to reject the scheme. But the| alone, and the company were willing 
only excuse which would justify ato withdraw the whole London scheme 


Committee in taking that course would | just as this company was prepared to 
be some gross breach of faith on the | withdraw the scheme to which he had 
Major Rasch. 
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alluded. The precedent had been created 
by this House, and although he voted 
against that precedent before he should 
adopt it now. He accepted then the 
decision that this House and its Com- 
mittees had a right to take the scheme 
as a whole and enforce legitimate and 
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upon a 


(10.45.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 169 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 263.) 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Mr. Charles Shaw and 
Mr. Mansfield. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Now that this 
Instruction has been passed, the other 
Motions standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for Woodbridge will not 
be in order. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee on the re-committed 
Bill to reconsider their decision upon 
the Preamble of the Bill as reported 
by them to the House, except in so far 
as the same relates to Railway No. 1. 





SUPPLY. 
(15tH ALLOTTED DAY}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


Mr. JEFFREYS(Hampshire, Basingstoke) 
in the Chair. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £127,465 





be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Office of the Com- 
mittee of Privy Council for Trade and 
Subordinate Departments, including a 
Grant in Aid.” 


(11.5.) Mr. HAIN (Cornwall, St. Ives) 
called attention to the necessity for 
further harbour accommodation on the 
coast of North Cornwall and Devonshire, 
and more especially to the necessity 
for the construction of a harbour 
of refuge on that coast for the 
protection of the mercantile marine. 
The subject he had ventured to raise was 
not, by any means, new to the House. 
Royal Commissions had been appointed, 
and had taken evidence and examined 
witnesses as to the necessity for the 
construction of this national harbour. 
Although a deplorable loss of life had 
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taken place in years past, it was deplor- | number of shipwrecks during that period, 
able that after nearly a century of | exclusive of fishing boats, was 131, many 
of them with valuable cargoes on board, 
and the estimated loss of life from those 
for taking action upon this most im-| wrecks alone was placed at 200 men. 
portant question. He had lived during | It might be said that the conditions had 
the whole of his life on the north coast | entirely changed, and that small sailing 
of Cornwall, and he had always taken the | vessels had given place to large steam- 
deepest interest in this matter. He had | ships, and that, therefore, the necessity 
also been able to assist the efforts of the | for such a harbour was not so great. His 
local authorities, who had been compelled | contention was that the necessity for 
to make various improvements in the | such a harbour had increased tenfold. The 
fishery harbours on the north coast of | mercantile marine of this country had 
Cornwall. It was impossible to discuss | increased and developed in a manner 
the larger question of a national harbour, | which was never contemplated in 1847. 
without having reference to the attempts | The shipping of Cornwall and Devon- 
which the local authorities had made with | shire, which had greatly increased in 
their limited resources and scant en-| recent years, was scarcely second to any 
couragement from the Government, for the | part of the United Kingdom, owing to 
improvement of their coasting harbours. | the great development of the Bristol 
The history of this question went back | Channel ports, notably Cardiff, with its 
for a great many years, but the mere | enormous exports and imports and the 
recital of the facts formed the strongest | ever increasing number of steamships 
possible indictment which could be brought | which had no existence fifty years ago. 
against successive Governments for their | This development of the Bristol Channel 
negligence in this matter. The earliest | ports still continued. From the figures 
record which they possessed was the | recently published he found that no less 
Report of the great engineer, Smeaton, |than £6,000,000 sterling was being 
upon St. Ives Bay, in 1776, in which he | spent or proposed to be spent upon dock 
said the completing of this harbour was | construction at the Bristol Channel 
necessary for the safety of the ships. ports. The proposeg expenditure of 
The most valuable document upon this the five Bristol Channel ports was as 
question which they possessed was, un- | fojiows-— Bristol (proposed extensions), 
doubtedly the Report of Captain James | ¢1,800,000; Cardiff (under construc- 
Vetch, of the Royal Navy, , which was | tion), £1,500,000; Swansea (proposed 
presented to the Admiralty in 1847, in extensions), £1,750,000; Newport pro- 
ain ri an pA = a = posed extensions), £750,000, and Llanelly 
ita So ee Se See ae vee (under construction), £200,000. This 
Mercantile Navy on the north shore of | yast expenditure was being made by the 
the western extremity of Cornwall, and people of those districts because they 
he gave the fullest details as to the cost | believed in a greatly increased shipping 
of constructing such a harbour, together|trade in the future. Nearly the 
with information as to the number of| whole of that vast shipping trade 
vessels wrecked off that coast during the | must of necessity pass along the coasts 
years between 1823 and 1846. The|of Cornwall and Devonshire, where 


agitation, they were compelled once more 
to urge upon the Government the necessity 

















779 Supply—Civil {COMMONS} Service Estimates. 780 


there was not a single harbour to which | from being any permanent charge upon the 
finances of the State. But even were it other. 


wise, your Committee will venture to express 


in a storm vessels could run for safety 
in distress. The loss of a small sailing an opinion that, considering what constitutes 
vessel might in 1847 have meant the | the chief source of the commercial greatness 
loss of four or six men, whereas the loss | and the political security of this country, and 
of a large modern steamer might mean | ©onsidering the enormous loss, both of life and 
the loss of from twenty to fifty lives. | Property, to which the nation is at present 


I f thi ; h ld exposed from the dangerous and unprotected 
n support of this contention he wou state of our coasts, and the consequent de- 


instance what occurred during the great | fective character of our navigation, there is 
ncrth-east gale of November, 1893, when | no object for which public money could be 
four steamers were wrecked in St. Ives | more usefully or more profitably employed, 
Bay, with the loss of nine men. During having regard to the present and future welfare 
the next few days evidence accumulated, a 
from bodies washed ashore and from | These forcible words were as true today 
wreckage which came to land, that two|as they were in 1857. But again 
other large steamers had foundered | nothing was done on that Report. In 
at a short distance from the shore.| 1859 a Royal Commission held an 
with a loss of fifty lives, the whole of | inquiry, with the result that previous 
whom might have been saved had there | recommendations were confirmed, and 
been a harbour on the Cornwall coast to | strong hopes were raised when the Com- 
which the vessels could have run for| mission advised the expenditure of 
shelter. In 1856-57 a Select Committee | £400,000 on a harbour at St. Ives Bay, 
of this House took evidence, and in its | and a smaller expenditure at Padstow. 
Report it repeated the recommendations | But these hopes were disappointed. 
which were made ten years before. The Local efforts were made at St. Ives in 
concluding words of the Report of this | 1862, but the works were destroyed by 
Select Committee were worth repeating at | gales, and the deplorable state of affairs 
the present time. They were— |was shown in a Report from Sir G. 

““Your Committee feels that it may be laid Nares in 1881. In 1883 the present 
down as an indisputable axiom, sustained by ex- | Lord Tweedmouth again moved for a 


perience, especially of late years, that, while Committee on harbour accommodation, 


= fe 7 ae one oe | and the necessity for a harbour of refuge 
facilities they afford for navigation are limited, 


the trade of the country, and consequently its on the North Cornwall coast was ad- 


shipping, are capable of, and destined to, an in- | mitted. But again nothing was done. 
definite expansion, and that the only way, | All these Committees and Commissions 
therefore, by which the former can be rendered | ggemed to him to be no more than con- 
commensurate for the requirements of the latter tinued methods of shelving the whole 


is by supplementing the natural facilities which 2" a 
we possess by the construction of great national business. While the Government refused 


works upon our coast such as your Committee | totakeanyaction, thepresent Secretary for 
has ventured torecommend. Thesum required |the Colonies, then President of the 
for them, though considerable of itself, is, | Board of Trade, offered loans at moderate 
your Committee would submit, trifling when | interest to localities, and the St. Ives 


compared with the great objects which are to a” 
be attained by it ; and if the recommendations authorities were encouraged to apply. 


of your Committee are adopted, even that | But they were met by a demand for pay- 
amount may be prevented, at least in part, | ment, with interest, of the long-standing 
Mr. Hain. 
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debt caused by the collapse of works in | The point for consideration now was, 
previous years. By the generosity of 'where the harbour ought to be con- 
Mr. Bolitho, the money was forthcoming, | structed. Anybody who knew anything 
and every penny of the old debt was at all of the West Country knew the 
paid to the Public Works Loans Board, /enormous amount of interest that was 
together with the interest thereon. He | taken in this question, both in Devon- 
wondered whether the Secretary for the | shire and Cornwall. He had personally 
Colonies was aware of the way in which | presented four petitions this session 
the promise he made on behalf of the | asking that a harbour of refuge should 
(icvernment in 1883 had been kept, and | be constructed. These petitions were 
whether }ho knew that the public spirit from—Appledore, Bideford, Braunton, 
and the generosity of private indi- | Clovelly, and Bucks, and were signed by 
viduals had accomplished what the! the ship-owners and mariners of those 
Government ought to have done. | districts. He could assure the President 
He did not advocate the construction of | of the Board of Trade that any number 
this national harbour of refuge at any more petitions could have been presented 
particular spot. There wasa longstretch | had it been desirable to do so. His 
of rock-bound coast from the end of! personal acquaintance with the coast of 
Cornwall to Hartland Point. Hundreds | North Devon enabled him to state that, 
of sailors and fishermen were being | though wildly beautiful, it was one of 
drowned for want of harbour accommo- | the most cruel and deadly to mariners in 
dation that Parliament ought to provide. | England. The prevailing winds in the 
He asked for something more than a/| Bristol Channel were south- westerly, 
sympathetic reply. He hoped the Presi-| veering to northerly, and they blew 
dent of the Board of Trade would give | vessels dead on those dangerous rocks. 
some assurance that this most important | Consequently, if there was a harbour 
national question would shortly receive | of refuge, they could always make 
the earnest attention of the Govern- | it, with the benefit of fair wind. 
ment. | He had a list here of vessels which had 

‘foundered in the neighbourhood of 


(11.28.) Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, | Bideford Bay during the last ten years, 


Barnstaple) supported the demand of the | but he would not weary the House by 


hon. Member for St. Ives. There was no | te@ding it. He would say that almost 


necessity for further inquiry as to the| 

¥ ’ 
desirability of such a harbour; that had | "8 loss of life and loss of property. In 
been definitely settled by the Report of | the last three years no less than four 


the Committee of 1884. That Report | wrecks between Down End and Hart- 
| land had occurred, two involving loss of 


every year there were disasters involv- 


contained the following— 
life under most distressing cireum- 
“Your Committee will not attempt to deter- | stances. He maintained that these lives 
mine between the relative advantages of these 
several sites (7.¢., the sites between Land’s End | need not have been lost, and the 
and the Welsh coast, including the whole of | property need not have been destroyed, 
the Bristol Channel), but the general tenour of | jf g harbour of refuge had been avail- 
the evidence is of a character to show that at 
one of these places a harbour should be con- 
structed without further delay.” | Politics. Liberal Governments and Tory 


able. This was not a question of Party 
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Governments were equally to blame for! dirty weather was probable. On the 
not having dealt with the question—a | grounds of national economy this work 
question which affected everybody, not | should be undertaken. Every year 
only those who followed the sea-faring ships were wrecked and sailors were 
profession, but everyone who used the| drowned. Mr. Leyland, giving evidence 
productions of nature which were carried before the Steamship Subsidies Com- 
by sea was interested in it. He asked | mittee, said that a sailor in the prime 
the Committee to remember that the of life and in full possession of his 
proposed harbour of refuge would be | faculties was worth £1,000 to the State. 
not only available for seamen resident in | But for the purposes of argument, put 
the West Country, but for mariners from | the figure at £600, and suppose that a 
all parts of the United Kingdom; in | storm like that of October, 1886, took 
fact, it would be open to the commerce | place, and that fifty seagoing vessels 
of the world. It was, therefore, a | and 300 lives were lost. If 200 of 
national question of first-class impor- these men were able-bodied seamen 
tance. In the first place, he would that would mean a loss of £200,000, 
appeal to the President of the Board of | and for vessels, £300,000, making 
Trade on humanitarian lines-—on the | together, £500,000, lost in one storm. 
broad fact of the importance of human | If they got a harbour of refuge none 
life. When it could be saved by the | of this destructive waste of the country’s 
expenditure of money, it ought to be wealth would occur, and from the point 
spent. He knew he was not speaking of view of national economy, the case 
to unsympathetic ears. Last year he | was a strong one. Many of the sailors 
called attention to the fact that the | who lost their lives, belonged to the 
coastguard service was insufficient, and Naval Reserve, and that body was not 
the right hon. Gentleman met him | as strong as it ought to be at the 
generously. But the object then was present time. It was absurd to say 
to save life after a wreck, while now it j,aJities should bear the cost. A locality 
was to prevent wrecks. Prevention was. ‘ : 

R suitable might have little or no con- 
better than cure, and if there was 
a harbour of refuge, an enormous 


number of disasters would be pre-| "~ 
vented. Furthermore, it was the duty istically disposed, the asking of them 


of the President of the Board of Trade | to bear the cost would be to place the 
to encourage trade and enable it to be| burden on the wrong shoulders. He 
carried on economically and expedi-| thought Clovelly Roads the most suit- 
tiously. There a doubt that the | able place for the harbour. It had deep 
present position of insccurity in the/ water, and blue clay for anchorage. He 
Bristol Channel paralyse trade to a 

was willing to leave to the experts of 


a certain extent. If a harbour of | 
refuge were constructed, great benefit | the Board of Trade the selection of the 

| . . . 
to the coal and iron trade would result, | best site. But he did ask for something 


fishing and coasting industries would | to be done to prevent the appalling loss 
increase, because vessels would not be of life of which he had spoken, and the 


compelled to put back to port whenever | wasting of the national resources. 


nection with seafaring interests. They 


were often agricultural. However altru- 


Mr. Soares. 











SD 
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Mr. SPEAR 
tock) said that, having lived the greater 
part of his life on that part of the coast, he 
would urge on the President of the 
Board of Trade to provide a harbour of 


(Devonshire, Tavis- 


refuge there. 
were serious wrecks on that coast, which 


resulted in great loss of life and property, 


all which might have been saved had | 


That 


opinion had been expressed many times 


there been a harbour of refuge. 


by experts: and he hoped the matter 
would soon receive consideration at the 


hands of the Government. 
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Very frequently there | 
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of what kind should it be? Was it to 
_be a large harbour like that at Holyhead, 


which could receive ships of the largest 


tonnage, or was it to be only a harbour to 
could run for 
not 


fishing smacks 
shelter? His 


think it would be expedient to establish 


which 
expert advisers did 
| upon this coast a large harbour of refuge, 
it would become a source of 


danger, inasmuch as it would encourage 


because 


| vessels to approach a lee-shore when they 
‘ought to keep in the offing. He was 
‘informed that ships running for shelter 
found it sufficiently in that neighbour- 


hood. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF | 


TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BA.trour, Leeds, 


Central) said he had endeavoured to | 


obtain some clear idea of what it exactly 
was that his hon. friend wanted. His 
hon. friend had quoted the Report of the 


Committee of 1847, and of the still later | 


Committee of 1884, as having “been in 


favour of what he called a_ national 
harbour, somewhere between Land’s End 
and Wales. No doubt, the Committee 
did report in favour of the establishment 
of a national harbour somewhere _be- 
tween St. Ives and Swansea. But any- 
one relying on that Report ought to bear 
in mind the distinction drawn between 
a harbour of refuge and a 
harbour. The Committee said that it 


was not expedient to make grants of 


national 


public money for harbour construction 


| Mr. SPEAR: Only in certain winds. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that, 


| Te 
putting aside for a moment the question 


of a large harbour of refuge, for which, 
he was able to judge, a 
it 


far as 


had not been made out, was 


| as 
| 

| case 
| ° ° 

| desirable to establish small harbours of 


| refuge for trawlers on. this stormy 
| coast 2 He was informed _ that 


/at least two such harbours would be 
‘required if any were constructed. Since 
/1889 a definite policy with respect to 
| these small harbours was laid down by 
the Treasury. They formulated certain 
| conditions under which they were pre- 
_pared to advance a portion of the funds 
harbours. 


for the construction of such 


generally, but they made two exceptions. | The first was that the local authorities 
First, they said that great national | should be in a position to undertake the 
harbours ought to be constructed and | permanent maintenance of the harbour for 
maintained at the public expense; and | which the grant in aid was asked ; 
they also said that harbours of refuge secondly, at least two-thirds of the cost of 
|construction of the works should be 


ought to receive limited assistance from | 
| provided from local or outside sources ; 





public funds. The north coast of Cornwall 
was mentioned by them as a place where a 
harbour of refuge might be constructed. 
Granted a harbour should be constructed, 
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|and thirdly, the grant should be limited 
| to the case of harbours serving, or likely 
| to serve, a large fishing district. That 
| being the case, he had proposed to the 


2F 
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hon. Member for Camborne that he should 
move the local people to make application 
for assistance in the construction of one 
or two such harbours, but no such applica- 
tion had been made. He would ask his 
hon. friend to arrange with the people of 
the locality to make up their minds what 
were the spots most suitable for the 
construction of harbours of refuge, and 
also how much they would be prepared to 
the Let 


then make an application to the Board of 


contribute to expense, them 
Trade, and he would undertake on behalf 
of the Government that such an applica- 


tion would be considered. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
that a Committee was appointed to con- 
sider the question of harbours of refuge 
in the north-west of Scotland, and the 
people had been led to believe that works 
of this kind would be constructed, but 
nothing had been done, although many 
upplications had been made to the Board 
of Trade for assistance. He was glad to 
hear that if renewed applications were 
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the House. 


fishing viliages the population 


788 
of the 
was diminishing because of the want of 
harbours, and if that was allowed to go 
on, where would the Admiralty get their 
Naval Reserves in the future? In the 
Ness district Butt of Lewis there were 
more widows and orphans in proportion 
to the population than in any other part 
of the United Kingdom, and this was 
the 


suitable harbour accommodation. 


mainly attributable to want of 








It being Midnight, 


left the Chair to make his Report to the 


the Chairman 


House. 


The Committee report progress ; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 








BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [Lorps]. 


Considered in Committee, and reported 
without Amendment; read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment. 





made by the local authorities they would 
The 
Walpole Commission of 1891 reported in 


be considered by the Department. 


favour of the construction of a harbour 
the 


Island of Lewis, but no assistance had 


of refuge at Portnaguran, in 


What was the good of 
if the 


been obtainable. 
Royal or other Commissions 


Government did not act upon their 
He would urge the right hon. 


One 


stormy night in February, 1899, one half 


Reports ? 


Gentleman to take some action. 


of the fishing fleet in Avoch harbour, 
Ross shire, was destroyed owing to the 
harbour being out of repair. The poor 
fishermen had no funds for the building 


In many 


or maintenance of harbours. 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 





FORESHORES (SALES, &c), 


Copy ordered, ‘of statement of the 
particulars of all cases in which the rights 
and interests of the Crown, in the shores 
and bed of the sea and tidal rivers have 
been sold, leased, or otherwise dealt with 
by the Board of Trade under the Crown 
Lands Act, 1866, from the Ist day of 
1897, to the 3lst 

1901 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 285, of Session 
1897).”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour). 


January, 


day of 


December, 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


{4 JuLy 1902} 790 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS, Ere.) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [4.1.]. 
(No. 136.) 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
relating to Glasgow Corporation (Gas, 
etc.). 


789 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted| Were presented by the Lord Balfour; 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia-|read 1*; to be printed; and (pursuant 
ments had laid uponthe Table the Certi-|to the Private Legislation Procedure 
ficate from the Examiners that the | (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
further Standing Orders applicable to| been read 2*, and reported from the 





the following Bill have been complied 
with :-— 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY. 


| Committee. 


STONEHAVEN TOWN HALL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1. }. 


The same was ordered to lie on the | Read 3* (according to order), and 


Table. 


GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS | 


AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY TRANSFER 


BILL. 
The 


CHAIRMAN OF 


tothe Bill was withdrawn: The order 

made on the 6th of June last discharged, 

and Bill committed. 

LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with. 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 19th of 
June and Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (STEAM 


VESSELS) BILL. 
Read 3*, and passed. 
COMMERCIAL GAS BILL. 

Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 

passed, and returned to the Commons. 
HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 

Amendments agreed to. 


ABERDEEN ACCOUNTANTS ORDER 

CONFIRMATION BILL [u.u.]. (No. 135.) 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
relating to the Society of Accountants 
in Aberdeen. 
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COMMITTEES | 
informed the House that the opposition | 


_ passed, and sent to the Commons. 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 


and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 
| 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

| ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

| Read 3* (according to order), and 
| passed, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL, 

| LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2.) BILL. 
| Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bills to be read 3° on 
| Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7.) BILL (4.1. ]. 
| House in Committee (according to 
|order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
| and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 
|ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [H.L.]. 
Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION (No. 2) BILL [.1. }. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): an Amendment made: Standing 
Committee negatived: Report of the 
Amendment to be received on Monday 
next. 


2G 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO-; Amendment moved— 


VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, | “Tn Clause 1, page 1, to leave out section 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | (1), and to insert: (1.) ‘From and after the 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, | lst day of January, 1905, any woman who not 


| being certified under this Act shall take or 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | use the name or title of midwife (either alone 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, |or in combination with ef _— word or 

a | words), or any name, title, ition, or 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | description snntylog that she is certified 
VISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL. |under this Act, or is a person specially 


a i o order), and | qualified to practise midwifery, or is re- 
Read F Gerding to 6 ) | cognised by law as a midwife, shall be liable 


passed. | on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding 
ABERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS | £5.’”—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [.1.). | On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Read 2* (according to order), and | A d A d 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation | a 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed | dy ‘ pege L, he a to Pacing — 
to have been reported from the Com- | after the Ist day of January, 1910, no woman 
mittee: Bill to be read 3* on Monday | shall habitually and for gain attend women in 
next. childbirth unless she be certified under this 
: Act; any woman so acting without being 
certified under this Act shall be liable on 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. summary conviction to a fine not exceeding 
pe £10, provided this section shall not apply to 
CAPE COLONY. legally qualified medical practitioners, or to 


iti ; any one called in to render assistance in a 
Petition for the SeeNIERY SHARES | case of emergency.’”—(The Duke of North- 


of the Cape Constitution, and reply of | umberland). 


His Majesiy’s Government. 
ao , THe Eart oF PORTSMOUTH took 
a eee exception to the words, “ No woman shall 


SN ‘habitually and for gain attend 
P aoe . with | babitually and for gain attend women in 
Agricultural statistics of Ireland ; with ‘childbirth salen dite te eel cone 





ee ape Ee PHP See. ‘this Act.” He confessed that he did not 
CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES | know much about the general merits of 
(1901) (COUNTY OF KENT). |the Bill, but these words appeared to 


Area, houses, and population; also him to be very objectionable. He re- 
population classified by ages, condition | minded their Lordships that in a great 
as to marriage, occupations, birth-places, | many country districts and parishes it 
and infirmities. | would be impossible for poor people to 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | have the assistance of a trained nurse. 
Ba. S063. Donen (¥ehuhame) In his own parish he and others subscribed 
No - a 2 par iT ‘ | towards a trained nurse, but there were 
ag = 2. Russia (Taganrog). |many parishes where there was no such 
No. 2843. Turkey (Tripoli). assistance and where the working classes 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | found it extremely convenient to have the 





to lie on the Table. | help of women who were not trained, but 
| who came in to assist from time to time, 

BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [u..}. | and who practically assumed the position 
Returned from the Commons, agreed | of a maid-of-all-work. Were they going 
to. to prevent the working classes from 
MIDWIVES BILi. | getting assistance of that sort? For 


House in Committee (according to| that, it seemed to him, would be the 
= 8 ‘result of the words to which he 


“— | took exception. It appeared to him 
Clause 1 :— that these words were proposed to 


: be inserted, not for the benefit of the 
Tue DUKE or NORTHUMBERLAND | working classes, but for the benefit of 





said the first Amendment standing in | country doctors, to whom this was a 
his name to Clause 1 was a drafting | lucrative form of practice. He doubted 
Amendment. The second Amendment very much whether country doctors were 
provided a penalty which was omitted | themselves always expert in these matters, 
from the Bill. but he knew that in a great number of 
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cases poor people preferred to have the 
assistance of a woman of this kind to that 
of a doctor. Certainly it would be rather 
hard to compel them to go to the expense 
of calling ina doctor. It seemed a very 
reasonable proposal that only those who 
were certified or otherwise qualified should 
take the name of midwife, but it would 
be unreasonably extending the purpose of 
the Act to insert words which would 
prevent a very respectable and useful 
class of women, whose services were of 
great assistance, from being called in to 
assist the working classes in country 
districts at times of childbirth. Were 
the trained nurses to be charged on the 
rates ? Of course that would be another 
matter, but he hoped their Lordships 
would strike out these words, for they 
constituted a provision which was mis- 
chievous and excessively vexatious. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK was unable to 
see why trained midwives should not be 
paid out of the rates. Trained midwives 
had been appointed by the Boards of 
Guardians in a great many unions in 
{reland, and in his union there had been 
one in every dispensary district for a 
considerable number of years. 


*TuHe Eart or JERSEY pointed out 
that the Clause would not come into 
effect for eight years. That would give 
plenty of time for midwives to become 
certified under the Act. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HaLsBury) said that if the same 
system prevailed in England as Lord 
Clonbrock had _ stated obtained in 
Ireland, he would not have the least 
objection to the Bill. But it did not. 
It was a question whether in rural 
districts the Clause would not affect very 
much the poorer classes in a very harsh 
manner and cause a great deal of suffer- 
ing. On the last occasion when he 
addressed their Lordships on this subject 
he stated that he had received consider- 
able correspondence which led to the 
conclusion that that would be the effect 
of the Clause; but he had that day 
received a deputation of ladies very well 


{4 JuLy 1902} Bill. 794 


the effect of the proposal would be. 
The question had not been properly 
threshed out in the other House. The 
Bill as it was originally framed, and as 
it passed through the Standing Com- 
mittee, provided that no one should 
assume the character of a midwife who 
had not a certificate. No one would 
object to that. At the last moment a 
compulsory Clause was inserted penalising 
a whole class of persons without the 
least inquiry. In this way the entire 
character of the Bill was changed. If 
this Bill was not to come into operation 
for eight years, there would, he thought. 
be no harm in the delay necessary for 
inquiry. Before committing themselves 
to the Bill, their Lordships ought to 
know what the facts were. It appeared 
to him that this matter was in a very 
great measure a question of fact. 


THE Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND said that over and over again the 
words “trained nurse” had been used, 
but it was not proposed to insist on mid- 
wives being trained nurses. A trained 
nurse required a much more complete 
education than a midwife. There was no 
question of any charge on the rates under 
the Bill. The more he locked at this 
Bill the more it appeared to him that the 
provision in question was an essential one 
to the proper working of the measure. 
The noble and learned Lord asked what 
information they had as to the necessity 
of such legislation as this. That, of 
course, was an argument against the 
whole Bill. It was stated by those who 
supported the Bill, which, by the way, 
had been before Parliament for a great 
number of years, that there was great 
necessity for it, and that great harm was 
done in the country by untrained mid- 
wives. He thought it would be very 
difficult to put a stop to that state of 
things unless a penalty of some sort were 
imposed. The penalty only affected 
women habitually and for gain doing that 
which they were not certified as being 
qualified todo. A woman might attend 
another in childbirth several times if she 
did not do it for gain, and she might do 
| it for gain if she did not habitually do it. 





qualified to speak on the subject who| The object was to prevent a woman from 


took an entirely opposite view. 


Clause that this matter had not been 


: It | making midwifery her profession unless 
seemed to him to be an objection to the 


she was certified. The question whether 
| any hardship would be inflicted on rural 


investigated in order to ascertain what | districts would depend, he supposed, 


2G2 
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upon the rules laid down by the Privy | 
Counci! for the certification of women to | 
act as midwives. He quite admitted | 
that they were putting into the hands of | 
the Privy Council very large responsi- 
bilities. Although he could not assure 
the Lord Chancellor that his experience 
in these matters was very profound, he 
thought those of their Lordships who had | 
had experience of rural districts would | 
not be of opinion that there was any 
cause to apprehend any serious diffi- 
culty in obtaining the services of a/| 
midwife who would be certified under 
the Act. But, of course, that might not 
always be possible, and it had been 
guarded against. There was nothing in 
the Bill to prevent a neighbour being | 
called in, in a case of emergency, and 
rendering assistance in the way described. 
This provision did not come into opera- | 
tion for eight years, and all that existing 
midwives would have to do to obtain 
certificates would be to satisfy the Mid- | 
wives Board that their characters were | 
good. 


THE Eart oF MAYO inquired whether 
they would not have to pass an examin- 
ation. 


Tue Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND 
replied in the negative, and said that 
Clause 2 provided that any woman, who, 
within two years from the date of the 
Act coming into operation, claimed to be 
certified under the Act, should be so 
certified, provided she held a certificate | 
in midwifery from various institutions 
named, or such other certificate as might | 
be approved by the Central Midwives | 
Board, or produced evidence, satisfactory 
to the Board, that at the passing of the) 
Act she had been for at least one year in | 
boni fide practice as a midwife, ard that 
she bore a good character. ‘The latter | 
provision was sufficient to meet the case | 
of all existing midwives. 


Eart SPENCER said he did _ not 
understand whether Lord Portsmouth 
intended to move the omission of this 
Clause, or what action the noble and 
learned Lord the Lord Chancellor pro- 
posed to take. In his opinion this Clause 


contained the pith and essence of the 
Bill, and if it were omitted it would be 
better to leave the Bill alone altogether. 
He entirely differed from the noble and 


The Duke of Northumberland. 
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learned Lord in what he had said as to 
there not having been any inquiries into 
this matter. There was a full report of 
a Committee of the House of Commons 


on this subject, and the Bill itself was a 


hardy annual. He felt that, if the Bill 
prevented women in small country 
villages from calling in their neighbours, 
who might have great experience, it 
would be an extremely hard thing ; but 
the Bill did nothing of the sort. What 
it did was to impose a penalty on 
women who called themselves midwives 
without being qualified to do so. He 
did not wish to make a Second Reading 
Speech, but he thought the necessity tor 
the Bill had been shown over and over 
again. There were in England and 
Wales 4,500 women a year, who perished 


|in childbirth, or one in every 200. In 


the hospitals, where there were skilled 


/ nurses, the number was only one in 600. 


This showed that with skilled attendance 
a saving of something like 3,000 lives a 
year could be effected. He thought it 
was absolutely necessary to deal with 
It was stated in evidence 
before the House of Commons Committee 
that in eleven nursing institutions trained 


| nurses attended 13,712 cases, and the 


deaths numbered only 17, or a death rate 
of 1:23 per cent. The general death rate 
in maternity cases throughout the country 
was 46. That, again, proved what 
trained nursing could do in these eases. 
He felt that if the words in question 
were omitted no advantage would be 
gained by passing the Bill. 


Tue EARL or HALSBURY saidhehad 
never questioned the superiority of trained 
He had not the 
smallest doubt that it would be very much 
better if every poor woman could be 
attended by a trained surgeon. ‘The 
point he had tried to enforce was that, 
in endeavouring to effect an improve- 
ment, their lordships should be careful 
not to do more harm than good. It 
was possible that by preventing the pcor 
from having what they had now they 
might prevent them from having any- 
thing at all. The noble Earl had talked 
about this being a hardy annual, but he 
was mistaken if he supposed that this 
penal Clause had been in any Bill up to 
this moment. None of the previous 
Bills contained it, and this Bill did not 
contain it when it was first introduced. 
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Midwives 
The Clause was added at the last 
moment, after the Bill had returned from 


the Standing Committee, and without, 
he ventured to think, full consideration. 
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*Tue Eart or CORK said he desired 
to approach this question from a 
practical point of view. Those who 
knew how children were brought into 
the world in the poorer districts knew 
how dependent the poor were on such 
occasions on their neighbours. He had 
not gone into the question, but he be- 
lieved that on the whole these people did 
their work extremely well. The noble 
Duke in charge of the Bill had said that 
he did not wish in any way to interfere 
with the system which obtained in the 
country districts, but merely to prevent 
people practising as midwives who were 
not properly trained and did not possess 
the necessary certificate. The woman 
who was confined needed that some one 
should take care of her household until 
she was able to doso herself. He thought 
the Clause as it now stood would to a 
great extent deter those among the poor 
who had hitherto acted as nurses from 
rendering their customary assistance. 
In some parishes the Bill, though in- 
troduced with the best intentions, would 
operate very hardly. 


*THeE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
{Lord BALFour of BURLEIGH) joined 
with the noble Earl who had just 
spoken in desiring to look at the Bill 
from a practical point of view. They 
had heard a good deal as to the history 
of this Clause, which he thought was 
rather beside the point. The question 
for the House to decide was whether this 
was a wise and satisfactory provision to 
iisert in the Bill). With regard, however, 
to what had been said as to the history 
of the Clause, he would point out that the 
provision which it was suggested had 
only been put in at the last moment in 


the other House, was at first in 
the Bill of 1900, and was _after- 
wards struck out. He thought he 


could therefore claim that the maturer 
wisdom of the other House of 
Parliament led them to the conclusion 
that it would be wise to pass the Clause. 
The section in question laid down that no 
woman should habitually and for gain 
attend women in childbirth unless she 
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was certified under the Act, but the 
coming into effect of the section was 
postponed for eight years. There could 
be no doubt that in legislation of this 
sort care should be taken not to interfere 
with anything which by any stretch of 
language could be called a vested interest. 
He thought it would be unfair arbitrarily 
to interfere with the practice by a woman 
of good character of her calling. But he 
believed it was admitted that many of 
those who called themselves midwives 
were utterly regardless of the lives of 
those they attended. That had been 
proved over and over again at Coroners’ 
inquests, and it was very necessary that 
some sort of check should be placed upon 
persons who took up this profession with- 
out sufficiently regarding their responsi- 
bilities. By the present proposal the 
greater skill which was obviously desir- 
able would be obtained, and, at the same 
time, by the postponement of the regula- 
tion for eight years any hardship would 
be avoided in the case of those who 
undertook the calling in future. He 
believed the Bill would still be very 
valuable if the section were omitted, but 
it would be less valuable than as it stood. 
He did not think any real hardship 
would be caused by the provision, as it 
would still be possible for a woman to 
obtain the friendly assistance of a neigh- 
bour in such a case, 


THE Eart oF PORTSMOUTH sub- 
mitted that the provision in question had 
nothing whatever to do with the rest of 
the Bill, and was inserted after the Bill 
had been read a second time in the House 
of Commons. The noble Earl the Leader 
of the Opposition had given the House 
some alarming statistics as to the number 
of women who died annually in childbirth. 


If they were correct, why put off the 
operation of the provision for eight years ¢ 
The contention of the noble Lord the 
Secretary for Scotland amounted to this, 
that there was a vested interest in the 
capacity, and that after these people had 
practised on the unfortunate poor for 
eight years that vested interest might be 
considered to have lapsed. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
he could not accept the noble Earl’s ver- 
sion of what he said. 
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THe Ear, or PORTSMOUTH said 
the view he took was that these people 
were not doing the great amount of 
harm imputated to them, and that in a 
large number of cases they were of great 
assistance. The provision was one of 
those which were apt to be inserted to 
suit certain professional interests. It 
savoured too much of grandmotherly 
interference with the working classes, and 
he should support a Motion for the omis- 
sion of Section 2. 


THE EAaRLOFCAMPERDOWN inquired 
in what part of the Bill it was enacted 
that a woman should not attend her 
neighbour in a case of childbirth. 


THE Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND 
replied that there were no words in the 
Bill to that effect. On the contrary, the 
object of the promoters of the Bill was 
that a woman who could not get trained 
assistance should get the next best assist- 
ance possible, in many cases that of a 
neighbour. There was nothing in the 
Bill to prevent a neighbour coming in. 
All that the Bill did was to prevent 
an unqualified and uncertified person 


from habitually and for = followin 


the calling of a midwife. The noble Ear 
Lord Portsmouth has spoken of a vested 
interest for eight years. There was no 
such vested interest. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH said he 
was only referring to what fell from his 
noble friend the Secretary for Scotland. 


THE Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND pointed out that what Lord 
Balfour said was that those who had 
practised for years as a midwife had a 
vested interest which under this Bill, 
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if they were respectable people, would 
be secured to them, not for eight years, 
but in perpetuity. The real argument 
put forward by Lord Portsmouth was 
that they were not gradually, in the 
easiest way, and with the least disturb- 
ance to the class affected, to remedy the 
present state of affairs because they 
could not in a moment put an end to. 
the whole of the evil which the Leader 
of the Opposition had pointed to as. 
existing. He did not think that was a 
practical argument. It would no doubt. 
be better if they could put a stop at 
once to all the evils which existed under 
the present system, but what the Bill 
aimed at was to diminish them as far 
as possible without injuring the people 
who at present carried on the calling of 
midwives. 


LorD TWEEDMOUTH called atten- 
tion to the fact that without the 
Amendment the Bill would simply con- 
tain a declaration that a certain course 
was right and ought to be the law of 
the land without imposing any penalty 
upon those who failed to comply with 
it. That would be reducing legislation 
to a farce. In addition to the great loss 
of life referred to by Lord Spencer, a 
large amount of blindness among 
children was attributable to the incom- 
petency of the persons attending the 
mothers at childbirth. He believed the 
Bill would have the effect of reducing 
many of the present dangers and 
ameliorating the conditions that obtained 
in these cases throughout the country. 


On question, the House divided :— 


Contents, 66; Not-contents, 19. 
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Barnard, L 
Belhaven and Stenton, L. 
Chelmsferd, L. 
Clonbrock, L. 

Dunboyne, L. 

Glenesk, L. 

Inchiquin, L. 

James, L 


Kinnaird, L. 
Lindley, L. 
Monckton, L. 


Newlands, L. 
Newton, L. 
Norton, L. 





Halsbury, E. (ZL. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 
Carrington, E. 
Morley, E. 
Portsmouth, E. 
Sidmouth, V. 
Belper, L. 

Lorp THRING moved the omission of 
words in Section 5 of Clause 1 which he 
said would penalise women undertaking 
eases of abnormality or disease in con- 
nection with parturition. Events which 
caused cases to be abnormal occurred 
very suddenly, and could not be foreseen. 
It would, therefore, be a gross injustice 
to penalise a woman attending such a 
case. 


Gok 
Colchester, L. 
Hatherton, L. 


[Tedler.] Heneage, L. 





Amendment moved— 


‘*In Clause 1, page 1, lines 29 and 30, to 
leave out ‘or to undertake the charge of cases 
of abnormality or disease in connection with 
parturition.’ ”—(Lord Thring.) 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVoNSHIRE) 
said that the General Medical Council 
wished for much more stringent regu- 
lations, and the words in question were 
inserted to meet their views as far as 
was considered reasonable. The section 
did no more than impose certain limita- 
tions on the rights conferred on those 
who p assessed certificates under the Bill, 
and it was surely desirable that a certifi- 
cate ought not to profess to give the 
person holding it powers or qualifications 
beyond those which she actually possessed. 
He hoped the words would be retained. 


Lorp THRING said he had no doubt 
as to the origin of the clause. It was 
put in to satisfy certain professional 
interests. He submitted that the section 
as it stood would make the position of 
poor women undertaking this work 
untenable. 


Eart RUSSELL could not agree with 
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any penalty against the midwife, but 
merely meant that in the event of any- 
thing going wrong she would have to 
stand the ordinary racket of a charge 
for manslaughter. If that was all that 
the words meant, he did not see that 
they would necessarily prevent a weman 
undertaking cases of this kind. The 
governing words of the section were that 
the certificate should not confer upon 
any woman any right or title to under- 
take the charge of cases of abnormality. 


Lorp THRING held that if an Act of 
Parliament declared that it was the duty 
of a woman not to do a certain thing, 
although no penalty was imposed it 
would deter her from doing it. 


Eart RUSSELL pointed out that the 
section did not say a midwife should not 
undertake the charge of these cases, but 
merely that the certificate granted under 
the Act should not confer upon her any 
right or title to do so. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


THE DukE or NORTHUMBERLAND 
explained that the object of the Amend- 
ment standing in his name to this clause 
was to include the Queen Victoria Jubilee 
Institute for Nurses as one of the bodies 
who were to have representation on the 
Central Midwives Board: As originally 
drawn, the Bill did not provide for the 
representation of any Nursing Associa- 





Lord Thring as to the effect of the words 
in question, which did not provide for 


tion, but in the House of Commons the 
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Royal British Nurses Association was 
added, and it was now thought that the 
Queen Victoria Jubilee Institute, the 
representatives of which had had a good 
deal of experience in midwifery, should 
also be added. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2 to omit Section 4 and 
to insert ‘one person to be appointed for a 
term of |three years by the Queen Victoria 
Jubilee Institute for Nurses, and one person to 
be gee for a term of three years by the 
Royal British Nurses Association.’”—(The 
Duke of Northumberland.) Py 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


LorD WELBY said the object of his 
Amendment was to make the Central 
Midwives Board subject, on questions of 
expenditure, to the previous approval of 
the Privy Council. The Bill provided 
that the Board should publish at the 
close of each year a financial statement, 
which, after being audited, should be 
submitted to the Privy Council, and if 
the statement showed any balance 
against the Board, and such balance 
was approved by the Privy Council, 
the Board might recover such balance 
from the rates of the different counties 
concerned. In the first place, it was 
not at all clear what was to happen if 
the Privy Council did not approve of 
the balance; but, even assuming that 
the Privy Council would be able to 
disallow any expenditure of which they 
did not approve, he thought that was 
a wrong fiuancial procedure. To criti- 
cise expenditure after it had once been 
incurred was very much like getting 
butter out of a dog’s mouth. He sub- 
mitted that the proper procedure would 
be that the Board should be subject on 
questions of expenditure to the previous 
approval of the Privy Council. In that 
way a control could be preserved over 
the expenditure of the Board. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 3, line 21, after ‘ Act,’ 
to insert ‘subject on questions of expenditure 
to the previous approval of the Privy Council.’” 
—(Lord Welby.) 


Tue DUKE or DEVONSHIRE said 
the Amendment was unnecessary, and 
it would be objectionable because it 
would impose on the Privy Council a 


The Duke of Northumberland. 
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duty it could not efficiently undertake. 
It might be, and probably was, quite 
right to uire the consent of the 
Privy Council to regulations or specific 
items of expenditure, but to make its 
consent incidental to the action of the 
Central Midwives Board, under a genera] 
rovision, would place an obligation on 

th bodies which neither of them 
would, in his opinion, be able satis- 
factorily to discharge. He, therefore, 
hoped the noble Lord would not press 
his Amendment. 


Lorp WELBY reminded the noble 
Duke that under the Bill as it at pre- 
sent stood the Privy Council would be 
called upon to approve any balance of 
expenditure before a charge could be 
made on the county rates. If that was 
to be of any service in protecting the 
county rates, then, he presumed, the 
Privy Council would exercise a check 
upon the expenditure. If it was not 
going to exercise such a check, it would 
simply mean that this body of experts 
would have a complete command on 
the county rates—that was to say, they 
would have the power of incurring 
expenditure which others would have 
to pay. He submitted that if the Privy 
Council were going to exercise any 
check upon the accounts when pre- 
sented, and refuse to consent to ex- 
penditure which ought not to have 
been incurred, it would be equally in 
their power to exercise that control 
before the expenditure was incurred. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


LorD THRING said the effect of his 
Amendment would be to omit the 
provision that the Privy Council, before 
approving Rules framed under the 
section, should submit them to the 
General Medical Council, and should 
take into consideration any representa- 
tions which that Council might make 
with respect thereto. Unless the Amend- 





ment were agreed to, the Privy Council 
would be made subservient to the General 
Medical Council. The Rules were to be ap- 

roved first of all by the Central Mid wives 
Board ; they were then to be approved by 


the Privy Council ; and then, forsooth, the 
Privy Council were to submit them, 
before approving of them, to the General 
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Medical Council. He objected to the 
mandatory character of the provision, 
which was contrary to all precedent and 
common sense. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, poge 3, line 23, to leave out 
from ‘and the Privy Council’ to the end 
of the clause.”—(Lord Thring.) 


*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
there was surely no harm in allowing 
the Privy Council to take the opinion of 
the General Medica] Council on a matter 
of this kind. The clause did not bind 
the Privy Council to follow the recom- 
mendations of the Medical Council, but 
only to submit the rules to it. He 
thought it would be admitted that the 
Medical Council was a body of sufficient 
importance to entitle it to know what 
was being done by a Government 
Department on a matter of this kind 
before the rules were made actually 
etfective. The provision did not ask the 
Privy Council to do more than what it 
would do under ordinary circumstances, 
but it gave a guarantee to the General 
Medical Council that rules touching a 
branch of the medical profession would 
not receive the sanction of the Govern- 
ment before that Qouncil had had an 
opportunity of making representations 
upon it. 


EarL RUSSELL expressed the hope 
that the noble Lord would not withdraw 
his Amendment. It was an extra- 
ordinary proceeding that the Privy 
Council should receive a mandatory 
order in an Act of Parliament to submit 
its rules, before approving of them, to 
the General Medical Council. He agreed 
that in all probability the Privy Council 
would do so in any case, but he thought 
it was very undesirable to insert words 
compelling them to do so. 


Lorp THRING stated that after 
what the noble Lord had said he would 
not press his Amendment. 


Tae Earn or CAMPERDOWN 
could not help feeling that as they stood 
the words in the clause were very 
strong. He felt sure the Privy 
Council would never issue rules with- 


out taking every precaution that they 
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were in conformity with what was right, 
and for that purpose they- would un- 
doubtedly consult the General Medical 
Council. If the words were retained as 
they stood, he thought they would tend 
to create in the country a feeling that 
the General Medical Council was being 
given too much power in this matter. 
It was not in the interest of the General 
Medical Council that the clause should 
remain as at present. There was no 
fear that they would not be consulted, 
and he, at all events, would oppose the 
retention of the words in the Bill. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said the desire, not only of the Govern- 
ment, but of the promoters of the Bill, 
was to be as conciliatory as possible. 
He suggested that it would meet the 
objections if the words compelling the 
Privy Council to submit the rules to 
the Medical Council were omitted, the 
words to the effect that it should take 
into consideration the representations of 
the Council being retained. 


THe EarL or CAMPERDOWN criti- 
cised the proposed concession as effecting 
really no change at all. The provision 
that the Privy Council should take into 
consideration any representations which 
the Medical Council might make surely 
implied that the rules must be submitted 
to the Medical Council. Otherwise, what 
was the use of the words? Hecontended 
that the way in which the General 
Medical Council ought to hear of the 
rules was by the Privy Council volun- 
tarily sending them, with a request for 
the opinion of the Medical Council upon 
them. He objected to the General 
Medical Council being mentioned in the 
clause. 


THe Marqugss oF RIPON expressed 
the opinion that the word “submit ” 
was the objectionable word, and said 
that the suggestion of the noble Lord 
the Secretary for Scotland appeared to 
him to be a wise one. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page 3, line 24, to leave out 
the words ‘submit them to the General 
Medical Council and.’”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 
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THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN took 
exception to words remaining in the 
clause which made it obligatory upon 
the Privy Council to take into considera- 
tion any representations that might be 
made by the General Medical Council. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
suggested that his Amendment should 
be agreed to, and that it should be left 
to the Standing Committee to finally 
settle the form of the words. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN agreed 
to accept this suggestion. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Eart orf MAYO moved an 
Amendment providing that any woman 
holding a certificate in midwifery from 
the Rotunda Hospital, Dublin, should, 
upon the production of such certificate, 
be admitted to the roll of midwives with- 
out any further examination. He said 
the Rotunda Hospital held an European 
reputation for this class of practice, and 
it would be ridiculous to require mid- 
wives holding certificates from that 
hospital, and such other hospitals as, for 
instance, the Queen Charlotte’s Lying-in 
Hospital, to go before a Board and be 
examined. He understood that the Bill 
would disqualify all Irish midwives from 
practising in England and Wales unless 
they passed an examination under the 
Central Midwives Board. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 3, line 26, at end to 
insert ‘Provided always that any woman 
holding a certificate in midwifery from the 
Hospital for the Relief of Poor Lying-in 
Women in Dublin (commonly known as the 
Rotunda Hospital) shall, upon production of 
such certificate, be admitted to the roll of mid- 
wives without any further course of training or 
examination, and shall be entitled to be certi- 
fied under this Act.’ ”—(The Earl of Mayo.) 


THE DuKE or NORTHUMBERLAND 
said there was no question that a certificate 
from the Rotunda Hospital was a good 

rantee of efficiency, and he would 
have thought it would be obvious that 
the Central Midwives Board would attach 
the very greatest importance to it. As 
the only object of the Midwives Board 
was to see that properly qualified women 
were employed, they would acknowledge 
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any certificate which He 
hoped the noble Earl would not press 
the Amendment, because it won be: 
invidious to name any particular hospital 
in a Bill which gave such large powers 
both to the Privy Council and to the 
Midwives Board. Moreover, the Amend- 
ment instructed the Midwives Board to. 
do that which they would obviously do in 
any case. 


teed it. 


Amendment, by leave of the House 
withdrawn. 


Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 


THE MARQuEss OF RIPON protested 
against the giving of power to the Board 
to recover certain sums from the County 
Councils. Already a very large amount 
of county expenditure was outside the 
control of the County Council, and he 
thought it was wrong in principle to 
enable an independent body, which had 
no responsibility to the county, to levy 
on the county rate any sum of money, 
however small, without the consent of 
the County Council. He did not intend 
to take the sense of the House upon this 
clause, but he entered his protest against 
what might become a dangerous precedent. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 


Tux Duke or NORTHUMBERLAMD 
explained that his Amendment to this 
clause was little more than a drafting 


Amendment. It omitted Sections 1 and 
2, and inserted new sections providing 
that there should be a roll of midwives, 
containing the names of those midwives 
who had been certified under Clause 2 of 
the Act, and the names of all other mid- 
wives who had been certified under the 
Act. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 5, page 4, to leave out Sections 1 
and 2 and to insert—(l.) The names of those 
midwives who have been certified under Clause 
2 of this Act. (2.) The names of all other 
midwives who have been certified under this 
Act.”—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Clause 6 :— 


Lorp WELBY pointed out that this 
clause provided that the Midwives Board 
should appoint a secretary, but no pro- 
vision whatever was made with regard to 
other officers. Therefore, the Board 
might appoint any other officers they 
chose without any check whatever. His 
Amendment was to the effect that the 
Central Midwives Board should, “ with 
the assent of the Privy Council,” appoint 
a secretary, who should be charged with 
the custody of the roll, “and other 
officers.” That would secure the assent 
of the Privy Council, as an independent 
body, to the appointment of the officers, 
whose engagement would otherwise, with 
the exception of that of the secretary, be 
at the discretion of the Midwives Board. 


Amendment moved— 


“ In Clause 6, page 4, line 17, after ‘shall,’ to 
insert ‘with the assent of the Privy Council,’ 
and, in line 18, after ‘roll,’ to insert ‘and 
other officers.’”—({Lord Welby.) 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE said he 
had no objection to the Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7 agreed to. 


Clause 8 :— 


THE Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND 
moved to amend Section 3 in order to 
pene that it should be the duty of the 
ocal supervising authority to suspend 
any midwife from practice, in accordance 
with the rules under this Act, if such 
suspension appeared necessary ‘‘ in order 
to prevent the spread of infection.” As 
the section at present stood, the County 
Council were given authority to suspend 
any midwife from practice if such sus- 
pension appeared necessary. It was 
never intended that County Councils 
should have this large power, but only 
that they should exercise the power of 
suspension in order to prevent the spread 
of infection. 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 8, 5, line 16, after ‘ neees- 


sary,’ to insert ‘in order to prevent the spread 
of infection.’ ”—( The Duke of Ni Seer ese ry 
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Eart RUSSELL did not think it 
desirable to limit the discretion of County 
Councils to the extent proposed in the 
Amendment, and expressed the opinion 
that County Councils were sufficiently 
responsible bodies to be given full powers. 
in the matter. It was quite possible that 
urgent reasons, other than that of pre- 
venting the spread of infection, might. 
arise which would make suspension 
desirable. 


Tue Duxe or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
said he was entirely in the hands of the 
House in the matter. He pointed out, 
however, that County Councils were 
not judicial bodies, and had no machin- 
ery to inquire into cases of misconduct. 
It was an entirely new departure to give 
them power to interfere with persons 
who were lawfully carrying on their 
employment. He confessed that he 
thought he was disarming opposition 
by proposing this Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Marquess oF RIPON called 
attention to Section 7, which provided 
that it should be the duty of the local 
supervising authority to give due notice: 
of the effect of the Act to persons at 
present using the title of midwife. How, 
he asked, were County Councils to find 
out the persons who were using that 
title, there being at present no registre- 
tion of midwives? Again, how were 
they to give the necessary notice? To 
ask County Councils to give individual 
notice of the effect of the Act to every 
person who, before the passing of the 
Act, used the title of midwife seemed to 
him to throw upon those bodies a duty 
which was very difficult to fulfil, and 
exceedingly troublesome. 


THE DuxE or NORTHUMBERLAND 
said he should have thought that public 
notice would be sufficient to comply with 
thissection. He suggested that the medi- 
cal officer of the county, or the clerk to 
the County Council, where there was no 
medical officer, should communicate with 
the medical officers of the various dis- 
tricts, and ascertain what midwives were: 
practising in their districts. 

Clause 8, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 9 to 13 agreed to. 
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Clause 14 :— 


THE Duxe or NORTHUMBERLAND 
said a strong opinion was held by many 
well able to judge on the question that 
there ought to be some appeal from the 
‘Central Midwives Board, and the Amend- 
ment standing in his name was drawn up 
for that purpose. He did not think the 
Amendment came in very well here and 
that it would be better as a separate 
Clause, but, if it was agreed to in its 
present form, that point could be con- 
sidered in the Standing Committee. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In Clause 14, page 7, line 14, after (‘ses- 
sions’) to insert (‘any woman thinking herself 
aggrieved by any decision of the Midwives 
Board, removing her name from the roll of mid- 
wives, may appeal therefrom to the High 
Court of Justice within three calendar months 
after the notification of such decision to her, 
but no further ap shall be allowed.’”)— 
(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


On question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 14, as amended; and remaining 
Clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 137.) 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
of all the problems we have to deal with 
in great centres of population in London, 
next to the great question of housing, I 
think that whick stands most important is 
that of dealing with the unemployed and 
endeavouring to bring them and their work 
together. The Bill which I have to ask 
your support to this evening endeavours 
in a very modest manner to facilitate and 
make easy the providing of work for 
the unemployed in London. It intro- 
duces no new practice, but merely 
legalises a practice which has been use- 
fully in operation for some years. Be- 
tween 1889 and 1892, when there was 
a period of depression, a good many of 
the London Vestries started = ie 
bureaux, and by means of these bureaux 
enabled a number of workmen who were 
out of employment to secure work. 


{LORDS} 
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When the London Government Act of 
1899 was passed the question arose 
whether the new Borough Councils had 
the power to apply money from the rates 
to this purpose, and it was pretty clear 
that if they did so they would probably 
be surcharged by the Local Government 
Board auditor. This Bill will remove 
the difficulty, and will enable the Borough 
Councils of London to exercise the same 
powers with regard to labour bureaux 
as were exercised by the old Vestries, 
which they superseded. After the bad 
times of 1889 and 1892 most of the 
Vestries dropped their labour bureaux, 
but even so late as the year 1900 there 
were still five boroughs in London which 
retained them — Battersea, Hackney, 
Islington, St. Martin in the Fields and 
St. Pancras—and in that year a total of 
9724 fresh applications for work were 
registered in those five boroughs, and 
6324 men, or more than two-thirds of the 
whole of the applicants, obtained employ- 
ment through their agency. I think it 
will be admitted that that was very good 
work, and it was accomplished at very 
small expense indeed. I find that in the 
year 1892 the work of the labour 
bureau in Chelsea was carried on very 
successfully at a cost of £180. In St. 
Pancras the total cost of administering 
the bureau amounted to no more than 
£2 a week. This Bill does not make it 
compulsory on the Borough Councils 
to adopt its provisions. It is left per- 
fectly optional to them to take advan- 
tage of the powers given under this Act, 
or to leave them alone. I may say that 
the Bill not only received the support of 
the Local Government Board in the 
other House, but was amended at their 
hands, especially in respect to Clause 
3, which defines exactly what a labour 
bureau is. It may, perhaps, be thought 
that Boards of Guardians would be more 
suitable bodies to undertake this work, 
but I think your Lordships will see that 
itis far better to keep all questions of 
the relief of the poor quite separate 
from the question of assisting un- 
employed men to get work. If this 
power is to be given at all, it should be 
given tothe Borough Councils, for they are 
the direct successors of the Vestries, who 
hadinthe past used powers similar tothose 
which it is proposed to sanction by this 
Bill most successfully, and to the great 
advantage of the unemployed in London. 
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Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Tue Eart oF CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I think this Bill requires a little 
more explanation than it has received 
at the hands of the noble Lord. As I 
understand from his statement, hitherto, 
at all events prior to 1892, a good many 
of the London Vestries carried on a work 
by means of labour bureaux which 
appears now to have been illegal. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I beg the 
noble Lord’s pardon. In the case of the 
Vestries it was perfectly legal, and it was 
not until the London Government Act 
of 1899 put the Borough Councils in the 
place of the Vestries that any doubt as to 
its legality was raised. I may say the 
Vestries carried on this work up to the 
very time that the Borough Councils 
came into existence, and the object of 
this Bill is to allow the latter to apply 
money from the rates for the same 


purpose. 
Tue EArt or CAMPERDOWN : The 


question arises whether it is desirable 
that Borough Councils should continue 
this practice of maintaining labour 


bureaux out of the rates. Owing to 
what I heard yesterday my mind is in 
a state of very great financial purity, 
and I must say that so far as my own 
opinion goes I do not think it is very 
desirable that the ratepayers’ money 
should be spent in carrying on these 
institutions. The cost is small, and I 
have no doubt that the money for their 
support could easily be obtained from 
other sources. I will not move the 
rejection of the Bill at this moment, but 
will listen with interest to what other 
noble Lords may have to say upon it. 


Lorpv NEWTON: There is one cir- 
cumstance which seems to have escaped 
notice, and it is that the Local Govern- 
ment Board is not represented here today. 
Ido not wish to impugn the noble Lord 
who may reply for that Department, but 
whena Bill of this kind is discussed I 
think it is only right that the Depart- 
ment should be represented first hand. 
The Bill may be all that is claimed for 
it, or, on the other hand, it may merely 
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result in the establishment of institu- 
tions which may provide occupation for 
labour agitators, who have nothing else 
to do. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, the noble Lord who 
has just sat down made a more or less 
direct attack on the Local Government 
Board for not being represented at first 
hand when a Bill of this character was. 
being introduced. I hope my explanation 
will be satisfactory to the noble Lord. 
The fact of the matter is, Lord Kenyon, 
who is responsible in this House for the 
conduct of business on behalf of the Local 
Government Board, happens to hold the 
office of Lord-in-Waiting besides, and he 
is at this moment in attendance on some 
of the distinguished foreign visitors in 
the Metropolis. His engagement in that 
capacity prevents his attendance here to- 
day. If this had been a matter of first- 
class importance I am sure he would 
have communicated with the noble Lord 
opposite and asked him to postpone the 
Bill for a day or so—a request which, 
with the courtesy which always regulates 
business in this House, would have been 
granted. Certainly no intentional dis- 
courtesy to the House was intended when 
I was commissioned by the President of 
the Local Government Board to state the 
views of the Government with regard to 
this Bill. I had hardly thought it would 
be necessary to say anything at all. The 
Government see no reason why the prac- 
tice which was in operation for eight or 
ten years before the institution of the 
Borough Couneils should not be continued. 
The figures which were given by the noble 
Lord opposite prove that these bureaux 
do accomplish useful work. It is a ques- 
tion between employers and those who 
act for them whether the class of labour 
which they get therefrom may be, without 
inquiry, always of the best quality ; but, 
at any rate, it seems to me to be 
of the greatest possible importance that 
there should be an opportunity given, 
under the credit of the public authority, 
to those who, unfortunately, are un- 
employed, perhaps through no fault of 
their own, and who are, in all pro- 
bability, in need of friendship and a 
helping hand, to have their want of 
employment brought to the knowledge 
of those in a position to employ them. 
No objection has been raised to the 
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operation of these bureaux in the t, 
and, unless there is something definite 
to be said against them, it seems to me 
only right that this means of helping 
men who require assistance should be 
-continued, without any doubt arising as 
to its legality. I, myself, prefer that 
:institutions of this sort should be under 
the control of public authorities rather 
than that they should be conducted for 
private gain. I think the mere function 
of bringing workers and employers to- 
gether is one which may fittingly be 
entrusted to Borough Councils, and, on 
these grounds, I hope the House will 
accord the Bill a Second Reading. 


Lorp LAMINGTON: Are there not 
‘institutions of this kind already sup- 
ported by private enterprise ? 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
imagine that the men who would have 
recourse to these bureaux would be 
unskilled labourers to whom, perhaps, 
.a small fee would be a complete barrier. 
Therefore, as the expense is so small, 
we had better not disturb a system 
which has worked well for eight or 
ten years, and which, I do not believe, 
it was the intention of the Act of 1899 
to interfere with. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I desire to 
explain that the figures I quoted only 
refer to the remnant of these bureaux 
which remained in existence in 1900, 
when the new Borough Councils came 
into being. The work done by them 
-during the years that were most active 
was on @ very much larger scale. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* 
(according to order), and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 


Monday next. 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Seven o’clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{COMMONS} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS 


Friday, 4th July, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 

UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS _ [Lorps] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating 

in the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 
Wigan Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


(STANDING 
IN- 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating 

in the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 
Ystradfellte Water Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, ag ig | in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill [Lords]. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 

Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 

second time upon Monday next. 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL, 
LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL. 

Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (Nov. 2) 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


— 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions against: —’From Graven- 
hurst; Metheringham; Ruskington ; 
Heckington; Annesley Woodhouse ; 
Sutton; Scarborough; Plymouth; 
Wombwell; and Keighley; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


Petition from peg for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Manby, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND.) 


* Copy presented, of Agricultural 
Statistics of Ireland, with detailed Report 
for the year, 1901 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. ‘ 
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FORESHORES (SALES, ETC.). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 259.] 


CAPE COLONY. 

Copy presented, of Petition for the 
Temporary Suspension of the Cape Con- 
stitution and Reply of His Majesty's 
Government [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 
1901. 


Copy presented of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (County of Kent) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House. 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE COUNTY OF DURHAM). 
Further Return relative thereto 

[ordered 14th February, 1900; Mr. 

Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 

260.] 

TRAMWAYS (STREET AND ROAD). 


Return ordered, “ of Street and Road 
Tramways authorised by Parliament, 
showing the amount of capital authorised, 

id up, and expended; the length of 

ram way authorised, and the length open 
for the public conveyance of passengers, 
down to the 30th day of June, 1902; 
the gross receipts, working expenditure, 
and net receipts; the number of 
passengers conveyed, and the number of 
miles run by cars, during the year ended 
the 30th day of June, 1902; together 
with the number of horses, engines, and 
cars at that date (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 314, of Session 
1901.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

(No. 1) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1) Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

(No. 2) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘“‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included ir the 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Navy — Deaths on Shi i 
Stations Notification to Relatives: 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 

the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 

he has any information as to the re- 

ported death of Grounds, of H.M.S. 

“Terrible,” and, if he has no informa- 

tion upon the matter, whether the 

Admiralty will inquire by cable: and 

whether he will state the regulations 

with regard to the supplying of infor- 
mation of the deaths of officers and men 
on foreign stations. 


(Answer.) A letter from the com- 
manding officer of H.M.S. ‘ Terrible,” 
at Hong Kong, reporting the death of 
Walter Grounds, petty officer first class, 
on the 2nd June from cholera, was 
received at the Admiralty yesterday, 
and his friends were immediately com- 
municated with. The same intelligence 
-had previously been obtained by tele- 
gram at the request of the friends of 
the deceased, and at their expense. 
Under the King’s Regulations com- 
manding officers are required to report 
to the Admiralty without loss of time all 
deaths occurring in the ships under their 
command, informing the relatives at the 
same time. In the case of an officer the 
news is reported to the Admiralty by tele- 
graph, in order that his successor may 
be appointed. Telegrams inquiring on 
behalf of friends as to the state of health 
of either officers or men on foreign 
stations are not sent except at the 
expense of those desirous of obtaining 
the information. The arrangements 
made in time of war for the communi- 
cation of all casualties stand on a 
different basis.—(Admiralty.) 


Government Payments to Reuter’s and 
Central News Agencies. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, during the past three 
years, any payments have been made, 
directly or indirectly, by His Majesty’s 
Government to Reuter’s Agency or the 
Central News Agency. 


‘" (Answer.) I am not aware of any 
payment of the jkind; but Questions as 
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to payments by other Departments 
should be addressed directly to those 
Departments. —(7'reasury.) 


Applications for Municipal Charters. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tdyvil): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if he will con- 
sent to the Motion standing in the name 
of the Member for Merthyr for Tuesday 
next, as an unopposed Return.t+ 


(Answer.) I have not the information 
asked for in the Home Office, and must 
consult the Council Office on the subject, 
but I do not anticipate any difficulty.— 
(Home Office.) 

Imperial Yeo: —Circular of London 
Rough Riders. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
a circular issued by the City of London 
(Rough Riders) Imperial Yeomanry, 
which states that any employer who 
employs a member during the period 
for which he has been ordered to attend 
the annual training, renders himself 
liable to a fine of £20, although the 
employer may be unaware of the fact 
that his employee has joined the corps ; 
and whether this is in accordance with 
the Army regulations. 


(Answer.) My attention has been 
called to this circular. The notice was 
intended to explain to members of the 
corps that, in accordance with The 
Militia and Yeomanry Act, 1901, which 
applied to the Imperial Yeomanry, the 
enactments, relating to the Militia, and 
amongst them Section 25 of The Militia 
Act, 1882, an employer is liable under 
certain circumstances to a fine of £20 
for inducing a man to absent himself, 
on conviction by a court of summary 
jurisdiction; the whole essence of the 
offence being that it is committed 
knowingly.—( War Office.) 


Yeomanry Re-organisation—Extra Pa: 
for Staff. d 


Sm ROBERT HERMON-HODGE 
(Oxfordshire, Henley): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will explain why, taking into considera- 
tion the extra work and duties thrown 





+ For this Keturn, see entry on the 8th July,. 
later in this volume. 
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upon the regimental staff of Yeomanry | 


regiments by the re-organisation of 
the force, the non-commissioned officer 
of the permanent staff, acting as 
regimental sergeant-major, does not 
receive extra duty pay or a higher rate 
of pension such as is allowed by regula- 
tion to the non-commissioned officer 
acting in a similar capacity in a 
Volunteer regiment. 


(Answer.) This question was taken 
into consideration on the preparation 
of the Army Estimates for 1901-2, but 
it was not found possible to include any 
provision for the sums required, in view 
of the numerous other more pressing 
requirements.—(War Office.) 


Settlement of Soldiers in South Africa. 

Mr. BARTLEY : To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that a soldier who has served twelve 
months in South Africa in Kitchener’s 
Horse, after serving his time in the 20th 
Hussars, and holding the Egyptian medal, 
and aged thirty-eight, and in robust health, 
has been refused a permit for himself, 
wife, and children to land in Cape Town, 


though anxious to settle in South Africa, 
because he has not £100 in cash, and can 
only take £60 with him; whether such 
regulations are sanctioned by the Colonial 
Office ; and whether it is the wish of the 
Government to encourage this class of 
immigrant to the new Colonies. 


(Answer.) All applicants are required 
to show that they have some definite 
business or prospect of employment in 
South Africa. In the case of men who 
served during the war in South Africa a 
monetary qualification of £100 has been 
considered sufficient. The whole question, 


however, of the admission of settlers is | 


now under consideration, the only object 
in view being to prevent intending settlers 
finding themselves penniless before secur- 
ing employment.—({ War Office.) 


China—Medals for Civilian Defenders 
of the Legations. 
CotoneL STOPFORD-SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): 
Secretary of State for War whether he 


will say whether the medal and clasp for 


defence of Legations, which have been 
struck for the Naval and Military forces 
who took part in the late operations in 
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To ask the} 


Bill. 


China, will be granted to those civilian 
Volunteers whose services were brought 
to the notice of the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs by Sir C. MacDonald 
under date of 20th September, 1900. 


(Answer.) The medal and clasp will be 
granted to those of British nationality 
who took part in the defence of the 
Legations.—(Var Office.) 


Compulsory Registration of Land Titles— 
Suggested Inquiry. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the demand 
for an independent inquiry into the 
working in London, during the past four 
years, of the system of compulsory 
registration of title to land under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897 ; whether he is 
aware that no information as to the 
working of that system has been fur- 
nished to Parliament, other than that 
contained in official reports of the chief 
assistant registrar in the Land Registry ; 
and, whether, having regard to the right 
and obligation conferred by Parliament 
on County Councils, to apply for an 
extension of the system to districts out- 
side London, if they are satisfied that 
/such extension is desirable, and to the 
necessity for full information, the Govern- 
ment will direct an independent inquiry 
into the working of the system in London 
during the past four years. 


(Answer.) I am informed by the Lord 
Chancellor that he has given this matter 
his very careful consideration, but he is* 
of opinion that no useful purpose will be 
served by the inquiry which my hon. and 
learned friend suggests. The Govern- 
| ment will give full effect to the section 
| which provides for consulting the County 
Councils, and those authorities may be 
assured that the Act, both in spirit and 
in letter, will be carefully administered 
| by the Government.—(7'reasury.) 

LICENSING BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


*(12.10.) Taz SECRETARY or STATE 
'FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
| Rircaiz, Croydon) moved an Amend- 
| ment to add the following words— 


2H 


~ 
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“ Provided that where there is no sitting of 
a petty sessional court within seven days of the 
time when the licence is required the consent 
may be given by any two justices acting for the 
division and sitting together.” 

He said, I should like to say that I 
could not accept the proposal made by 
way of an Amendment by my hon. friend, 
but I shall be prepared to send a circular 
round to the justices when this Bill has 
passed into law, calling attention to this 
particular point and impressing upon 
them the necessity of making arrange- 
ments by which the business can be con- 
ducted in the manner best calculated to 
suit the needs of the district. 

Amendment proposed, in page 8, line 
27, after the word “justices,” to insert 
the words— 


‘** Provided that where there is no sitting of 
a petty sessional court within seven days of the 
time when the licence is required the consent 
may be given by any two justices acting for 
the division and sitting together.”—(Mr. 
Secretary Ritchie.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tonbridge) moved to omit the last two 
words “sitting together,” in the Amend- 
ment of the Home Secretary. He was not 
quite sure whether the point was really 
met by what the Home Secretary had 
just said, and he desired to make it 
perfectly clear. The Bill provided that 
no occasional licence should be granted 
except in Court. When they were in 
Committee upstairs he pointed out how 
exceedingly difficult it would be in the 
country districts to carry out the Act, 
owing to the fact that magistrates on 
county benches did not sit at very frequent 
intervals, so that there would not be time 
to give notice. In some cases the 
magistrates only sat once a month, and 
it was usually the case that county 
benches sat only once a fortnight. The 
question would arise in village sports and 
cricket matches whether it would be 
possible for a licensed victualler requiring 
an occasional licence for the purpose to 
get it in time. The Home Secretary had 
endeavoured to meet the point by his 
‘Amendment, which provided that the oc- 
casional licence might be granted by two 
justices acting for the division and sitting 
together. The real difficulty was to be 
found in, the words “sitting together.” 
A licensed victualler requiring an occa- 
tional licence might have to go to the next 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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village in order to discover one magistrate, 
and he then would have to arrange with 
that magistrate to gofurtherin ordertofind 
another. A great difficulty would thus be 
caused. He did not quite apprehend 
how the Home Secretary intended to. 
meet that difficulty, but for his own part 
he would prefer to leave out the words 
“sitting together.” If it were possible 
to get two magistrates together without 
causing this inconvenience he would not 
wish to press the point, as he did not 
want to obstruct the Bill in any way. 
The Home Secretary had promised to- 
send an instruction round to the various 
magistrates, but, he wondered, would 
that instruction be binding upon them. 
It seemed to him that a great difficulty 
might arise, and in order that the matter 
might be fully discussed he desired to 
move the Amendment standing in his 
name. He could not help thinking that 
much inconvenience would arise unless. 
some specific plan were to be adopted 
whereby it might be possible for those 
occasional licences to be granted by two 
magistrates without the proposed restric- 
tion. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, to leave out the words “and 
sitting together.” —(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and sitting together’ stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
suggested that the difficulty might be 
met by an Amendment giving power to 
the justices to take into account the 
intervals between the sittings of the 
Court. He desired to move such an 
Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
hon. Member could not move an Amend- 


ment unless Mr. Griffith-Boscawen 
withdrew that which he had just moved. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.) said it 


appeared to him that the difficulty was a 
real one, and was very much felt in the 
rural districts, where occasional licences 
were often required. Of course in 
urban districts very much less diffi- 
culty was experienced in getting magis- 
trates together and the case properly 
considered. He urged that the machinery 
of the Bill should not be unworkable, 





lo al 


rts ee es a 


oe & 


OD OO ae ae eee 


825 Licensing 


and that words should not be inserted 
which would bear a construction which 
was never intended. The Amendments 
before the House would, he thought 
meet the difficulty. It was very possible 
that the Home Secretary might be able 
to suggest some other way of meeting it, 
and although he was not particular 
about the words, he felt there should be 
some security that where occasional 
licences were required, two magistrates 
should be got together to consider the 
application for it to be granted. The 
right hon. Gentleman had suggested a 
way out of the difficulty, but he (Mr. 
Gretton) submitted that was no way at 


all, and that it was merely a pious opinion | 
expressed by the Home Secretary during | 


his term of office, and upon which the 
magistrate might or might not act. It 
was quite possible that the magistrates 
might hold the view that the law was 


not ,intended to be construed in the 


manner suggested by the Home Secretary, 


and as the matter stood, unless the right | 


hon. Gentleman could suggest another 
way, he (Mr. Gretton) should support 
the Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
fast, S.) hoped the Home Secretary 
would adhere to his decision. 
where occasional 


caused in Ireland, 


licences were granted by one magistrate | 
only. On many occasions where demon- | 
strations and meetings took place the | 
greatest possible annoyance had been | 


caused by one magistrate being got at 
and giving an occasional licence, which 
had the effect of disturbing the peace 
of the district and causing most unfortun- 
ate results. He knew, of course, that 
this Bill did not extend to Ireland, but 
he nevertheless trusted that the Home 
Secretary would adhere to his decision. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This Clause was 
intended to deal with a very great evil, 
and, however inconvenient it may be, 
its insertion was intentional. There 
ought to be some safeguard more than 
exists under the present law for securing 
proper consideration for the granting of 
these occasional licences, which in the 
past may have been too freely given, and 
without proper consideration, and which 


A con- | 
siderable amount of annoyance was) 
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have proved a source of very consider- 
able evil. The question then arises as 
to how the convenience of the public is 
to be met without allowing the evils 
which now exist. We therefore propose 
that these occasional licences shall be 
granted in court, and not, as at present, 
that a man who wants such a licence 





/can go round to any justice and get it. 
| We say that the police must have proper 


notice, so that they can communicate 
with the bench of magistrates, and the 
‘licence will then be granted in the 
|ordinary way of business of the court. 
‘It is alleged that —and_ especially 
in rural districts—magistrates do not 
always meet once a week, and that, 
indeed, in some districts they only 
meet once a month, and that cases 
might arise in which great inconvenience 
would be caused by the inability to obtain 
occasional licences. I promised in Com- 
mittee that the matter should be thor- 
oughly considered and dealt with, and it. 
is in accordance with that promise that I 
have proposed this Amendment. The 
House will see that I adhere to the 
principle of the Clause in providing that 


the matter shall be considered by two 
justices who are sitting together. It is 
proposed by my hon. friend that the words 
“sitting together” should be omitted, 
and that any two justices separately may 


grant the licence. That is, of course, 
an improvement on the existing law, 
but only a very small improvement, and 
there would be but little more difficulty 
in getting two justices than in getting 
‘one. In fact, the increased safeguards 
| would be very little. What I want is 
| that not only two magistrates shall give 
| the occasional licence, but that they shall 
|have an opportunity of consulting 
| together upon the merits or demerits of 
the application, and the Amendment if 
carried would destroy that precaution 
entirely. I have made it my business 
| to inquire from some of my hon. friends 
in this House who are acting justices as 
to the effect of this provision. One 
among them, a highly respectable 
Member of this House, tells me that the 
bench of justices in his district does not 
meet more than once a month, but there 
is not the slightest difficulty in getting 
magistrates together to deal with matters 
calling for consideration in the interval. 





If that be the case in his district it. 
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would be equally the case in other 
districts. I propose to send a circular 
round calling attention to one or two 
matters in which the law will be altered 
by this Bill, and I will take care to 
point out that it will be necessary for 
them to make an arrangement—either 
by rota or some other way—for the 
hearing of these applications. I know 
the House will rely upon my carrying 
out this undertaking, and I think. the 
difficulty will be solved in that manner. 
I will do my best to carry it out, and I 
ean assure the House in this particular 
case, as in others, [ will do my utmost 
to prevent unnecessary inconvenience 
being caused by the provision. 


LorD EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I hope that 
the Home Secretary will stand firm 
by his decision, as I do not think 
any hardship would arise from the 
practice proposed by the Bill. The duties 
of magistrates in petty sessions have so 
increased that they can now be found 
very easily. Further, there are very few 
places in the country where the sittings 
are held a long time apart. Where 
magistrates meet only once a month in 
rural districts there is a great amount of 
business to be]transacted, and, as the 
Home Secretary has pointed out, the 
result of this proposal will be to impose 
a new class of duty upon two magis- 
trates. That being so, I really do not 
think that the House should go out of 
its way to increase the facilities for these 
occasional licences being granted in 
what is called a “hole and corner” 
manner. The present arrangements are 
bad enough, and what we really want is 
to bring all these things before the public 
in court. I know that the magistrates 
connected with country districts are not 
at all opposed to the change, and I hope 
the House will support the proposal of 
the Home Secretary. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that the Home Secretary had treated 
them so fairly in indicating the course 
he proposed to take in order to meet 
the difficulty, that he desired to withdraw 
his Amendment. 

Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.) (on behalf of Mr. 
J. W. WiLson) moved that “notice 
of the consent shall be sent for 
record to the clerk to the Court.” The 
object of this Amendment was that 
there should be a record kept of these 
occasional licences. The general opinion, 
which he was glad to endorse, was that 
these licences should only be granted in 
open Court, and that being so, a record 
would be preserved. 


Amendment proposed to the pro- 
posed Amendment, at the end, to add 
the words “of which consent notice 
shall be sent for record to the Clerk of 
the said Court.”—(Sir William Houlds- 
worth.) 

Question proposed, “That those words 
be added to the proposed Amendment.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE (in answer to a sug- 
gestion that this was merely extending 
what would be done if the consent had 
been given in Court): No, that is not 
so. Itdoes not go on the record at all. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.) thought that even if that was not 
the case it would be desirable that a 
record should be preserved of occasional 
licences. Such a duty would not involve 
a serious amount of work, and it would 
certainly conduce to the public benefit. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
is mistaken in supposing that this Court 
is a Court of Record Occasional 
licences are given out, and that is 
all; but the person possessing the 
licence has to produce it in the case 
of any subsequent proceedings. | 
think it may be desirable that the 

lice should be informed, and if my 
con friend will withdraw his Amend- 
ment I will move to insert the words— 
“of which consent notice shall be sent 
to the police.” 

Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the pro- 
posed Amendment, to add the words 
‘*of which consent notice shall be sent to 
the police.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘That those words 
be added to the proposed Amendment.” 
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Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R.., | 
Holmfirth) suggested that the word) 
“forthwith ” should be appended. 

| 

*Mr. RITCHIE: That goes without | 
saying. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | 
suggested that the Amendment should | 
read that notice should be sent to the | 


superintendent of police. | 


*Mr. RITCHIE: [ have no objection at | 


all to that. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- | 
ment amended, by inserting, after | 
“the,” the words “superintendent of | 
the.” —(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question, “That those words, as | 
amended, be added to the proposed | 
Amendment,” put, and agreed to. 

Question, “ That the proposed words, | 
as amended, be there inserted in the | 
Bill,” put, and agreed to. ek 

Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
moved as an Amendment to add that— 

“Tt shall not be necessary to give notice to 
one of the overseers of the parish, township, or 
place in which the house or shop in respect of 
which the application to be made is situate.” 
He contended that notice to the over- 
seers of application for the granting or 
the transfer of a licence was absolutely 
useless, and that no advantage would be 
gained by serving the notice on the 
overseers. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 9, line 2, after the word ‘ made,’ 
to insert the words, ‘(2) It shall not be 
necessary to give notice to one of the overseers 
of the parish, township, or place in which the 
house or shop in respect of which the applica- 
tion to be made is situate.’ ”—(M*. Goulaing.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If this Amendment 
were to be accepted, no good object 
would be served, because a good many 
notices of licensing matters have to be 
served on the overseers, who are in the 
habit of receiving a large number of 
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*Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) looked 
upon the duties of overseers in re- 
gard to applications for new licences 
somewhat in the light of a survival 
of an old worn-out custom. As the 
Bill provided for the notice to be 
given in a different way, he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would see his way 
to accept the Amendment. It should 
be the intenton of Parliament to 
facilitate business, and get rid of old- 
fashioned and irritating regulations. 
The giving of this notice would put the 
applicant to more trouble, and would 
add to the already considerable burden 
of the overseeers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES failed to see 
what purpose would be served by retain- 
ing this unusual provision in the Bill, or 
what right the overseers had to such 
notice. It was entirely a matter for the 
police, and he could not see where the 
overseers came in. Was it any argu- 
ment to say that because the overseers 
got notice of other matters they should 
have notice of this kind of application ? 
He failed to see where the argument 
applied. The notice to the overseers was 
an act of supererogation, and surely 
unless some other argument could be 
brought forward the Home Secretary 
ought not to insist upon this notice being 
given. He was not a licensed victualler, 
nor was he a Customs officers—but he 
was a consumer of the article that was 
vended under a licence, and he could 
perfectly well understand the necessity of 
giving notice of the application to the 
police. The overseers were doubtless 
important officers at some previous time 
in our history; they represented the 
parish, and were no doubt the organs of 
general parochial publicity. That, how- 
ever, was not the case in the present day, 
and any argument that by giving notice 
to the overseer they would ensure 
further publicity surely could not be 
seriously put forward. 


Mr. GALLOWAY hoped that the 
Home Secretary would agree to the 
Amendment, because it seemed quite 
unnecessary for notice to be given to the 
overseers, and no useful purpose could 





notices of all kinds under various Acts. 
I do not want to upset the principle 
which exists at present, by making an 
exception in an isolated case. 


possibly be served by such a step being 
taken. Under the Bill notice had to be 
sent to the clerk to the justices and to the 


| superintendent of police; it had to be 
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affixed to the church door, and it had to 
be advertised in the local paper. No one 
could contend that by sending another 
notice to the overseers further publicity 
would be gained. The only persons who 
would not know of the application would 
be those who neither went to church nor 
read the local newspapers—and surely 
within that category no one would be 
found who either cared about the notice 
or could assist in the due administration 
of the law. He hoped the Home Secre- 
tary would dispense with that which 
would serve no useful purpose, but would 
merely add unnecessary labour. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
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Bill. 
not think this is a matter of very great 
importance, but at the same time I 
think we had better leave the Bill as it 
stands. I regard the overseers as entirely 
apart from the parish. 


Srr ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs): 
If the Amendment be accepted, it will be a 
departure from the uniformity of the Bill. 
I think the House ought not to accept 


it without very strong reason being 
shown. In the matter of licences we 


832 


ought not to diminish any safeguards, 
and a notice to the overseers is not a very 
expensive matter. 


(12.40.) Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 13 ; Noes, 





RoserT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : I do | 126. 


AYES. 

Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson | 

Richards, Henry Charles | 

NOES. 

Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Line.) {| Purvis, Robert 

Graham, Henry Robert | Pym, C. Guy 

Gunter, Sir Robert | Rea, Russell 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd | Reddy, M. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner | Redmond, William (Clare) 

Hayden, John Patrick | Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Bri’side) | Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Baldwin, Alfred | Horner, Frederick William | Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manc’r) | Horniman, Frederick John | Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) | Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Jacoby, James Alfred | Russell, T. W. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mic’l Hicks | Johnston, William (Belfast) | Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Bill, Charles | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex)) | Sheeban, Daniel Daniel 
Black, Alexander William | Joyce, Michael | Spear, John Ward 
Boland, John | Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(N’rthants 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) | Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Burke, E. Haviland- | Leng, Sir John | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Caldwell, James | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Stroyan, John 
Cameron, Robert Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S.) | Sullivan, Donal 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) | Loyd, Archie Kirkman | Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Tollemache, Henry James 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh’re | Lundon, W. | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
pine vas, Rt. Hon. Jesse M‘Govern. T. | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Colomb, Sir Jno. Chas. Ready | Manners, Lord Cecil | Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Dickson, Charles Scott Mortoo, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Donelan, Captain A. | Mount, William Arthur | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Doogan, P. C. | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Murphy, John | Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Duncan, J. Hastings | Nannetti, Joseph P. | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Edwards, Frank O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | Williams,RtHnJPow’ll-(Birm. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert O’Brien, Kendal,(T’pp’rary Md | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. O’Brien, Patrick (Rilkenuy) | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Fe m, R. C. Munro (Leith) | O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. | Wilxon,HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Finch, George H. | O’Shee, James John Wood, James 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | Wylie, Alexander 
LA ena —— te; es r rm Sir — | Yoxall, James Henry 

‘itzmaurice, Lor mun | Pilkington,Lieut.-Col. Richard | 2! 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | TELURRS FOR THE Nons 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. Pretyman, Ernest George Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. Gallowa: . 


[Division List No. 264}. 


Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gretton, John 


| Robinson, Brooke 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Goulding and Mr. 
Groves. 


Acland-Hood, Cap.Sir Alex. F. 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P(Glouc.,Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbt. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In e 9, line 20, to leave out‘ 1904,’ and 
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(12.55.) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew- | 
shire, W.) moved some verbal Amend- ‘a 
campeon a pe rte | insert ‘1910.’”—(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
was before the Committee upstairs, by | Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 
the hon. Member for Leicester. He had | have an Amendment on the Paper with a 
taken the opportunity of consulting with | similar object to that moved by the last 
that hon. Gentleman, with whose | speaker. I quite feel that it is absolutely 
acquiescence he had placed three Amend- | necessary in special cases to give adequate 
ments on the Paper. | time for the provision of proper court- 
houses, and perhaps it is best to err on 

*Mr. RITCHIE, in agreeing with the | the side of giving full extension of time 
Amendments, said: The object of the | for the work. Although 1910 may seem 
Clause is perfectly clear. No one will say | @ little long, I prefer to accept that figure 


that persons who were liable for costs | and pass the rest of the Clause. 


should be relieved of such liability at the | foal il , 
expense of the country. The object is to| _ COLONEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
ensure that the justices who act in the | Newton) sincerely hoped that the Home 
public interest shall not be personally Secretary would not accept the alternative. 
rendered liable for any costs that may | He was absolutely amazed at the length of 
be incurred in appealing against their | “™¢ proposed to be given. There were 
tee. | very few cases to which the Clause would 
| apply, and surely, as this year was 1902, 
The Amendments were agreed to. | the limit of 1904 allowed by the Bill was 
| sufficient for the purpose. He trusted the 
*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN rose to Home Secretary would not go beyond 
move, as an Amendment, to add to Clause | 1905 in any event. 
20, ‘‘ Except where there are no other suit- | 
able premises available.”” He understood | 
that some compromise had already been | 





*Mr. RITCHIE: We must not draw 
| the line too tightly. Having regard to 
made on this Clause when it was before | the fact that the noble Lord (Lord Ed- 
the Committee. The object of the Clause | mund Fitzmaurice) at whose instance, I 
was to compel a parish or place, where- | believe, this Clause was moved in Com- 
ever possible, to provide a proper court- | mittee assents to this proposition, 1 do not 


house within a certain time, in order| 
that what was very often objectionable | 
might be avoided. It was clear that this | 
could not be carried out unless there was | 
some exception allowed, otherwise a case 
would happen in which there were no 
available premises for the purpose. He 
agreed that, on the whole, it was far 


better that petty sessions should not be | 


held in licensed premises, and if the | 


Home Secretary would meet him by | 
/Spen Valley) suggested that five years 


giving a rather later date for the pro- 
vision of a proper court-house he would 
not press his Amendment. It was gene- 


rally agreed that the date mentioned in | 


the Bill did not provide adequate time in 
which to enable the various local authori- 
ties to provide a proper court- house. 
Perhaps it would facilitate business if, as 
he understood was the case, the Home 
Secretary was willing to accept the year 
1910 for 1904 in the Clause. 
event he would alter his Amendment, 
and make it simply to omit 1904 and 
ansert 1910, 





In that | 


intend to oppose it. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
said he had had the pleasure of addressing 
a Duke in the back room of a public house 

'where the petty sessions had to be held. 
| It would be difficult in many instances to 
obtain a suitable building for the purpose 
unless it was erected at the expense of the 


| 


| county. 
Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 


extension would be ample for the purpose. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
moved a proviso that a coroner’s inquest 
should not be held on licensed premises 
where other premises had been provided. 
| He said the Committee struck out the 
words “coroner’s inquest ” on the motion 
_of an hon. Member representing a Scottish 
‘constituency. But in Scotland there 
were no such inquiries, and he could 
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not help thinking that the Committee 
was perhaps a little misled by the 
experience of Scotland. He wished to 
ask the House once more to consider 
the question. It was said that there 
would be inflicted great hardships in 
some places owing to the fact that it 
would be impossible to find any place 
except in licensed premises, such as a 
public-house or hotel, suitable for the 
holding of inquests. He admitted that 
was so, and the qualified words, though 
unnecessary in regard to petty sessions, 
were necessary in the case of coroner’s 


inquests. He had, therefore, tried to | 


meet the views of the hon. Member who 
struck out the proposal in Committee by 


adding the words, “where no other. 
premises are available for such inquest.” | 


He desired to say in support of this 
proposal that he had received communi- 
cations from every part of England, 
from magistrates, county councillors, 
chief constables, and other officials, ex- 
pressing approval of it. Last week he 
attended a meeting of the executive of 
the County Council Association, one of 
the largest meetngs he had ever 
attended, when a unanimous resolution 
was carried in favour of this proposal, 
and the secretary was directed to send a 
copy of it to the Home Secretary. There 
were some cases, no doubt, where except 
licensed premises, no available premises 
could be obtained. Two striking cases 
of this necessity had been communicated 
to him by hon. Members sitting on that 
side of the House. One was a case where 
a terrible colliery accident had taken 
place and ten people were killed. There 


was a great deal of excitement, and it 


was quite impossible to hold the inquiry 
except in a public hall or some other 
large room. In the place where this 


accident happened there was no large | 


hall, or, in fact, public hall at all, but 
there was an hotel in the neighbourhood 
which had a room sufficiently large for 


the purpose. In another case several | 


dead bodies were washed ashore near a 
fishing village in Yorkshire, and the only 
place available was a public house. As a 


rule, it was not very difficult to find a suit- | 


able place, and many counties had already 
anticipated this legislation. 
really simply asking the House to bring 


up the backward counties to the level of | J 
the forward ones. He had received a the neighbourhood in order to find out 


communication from the West Riding of | 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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| Yorkshire, which he understood had been 
| sent to all Yorkshire Members, and from 
|that he understood that in Yorkshire 
arrangements had been made by the 
| Standing Joint Committee, with the 
onprovel of the chief constable, under 
which every place in the county drew up 
a sehedule of places where inquests might 
be held. Where there were public halls 
| they were scheduled, and where there was. 
none arrangements were made with 
| private individuals to allow their houses 
to be used. That arrangement had 
worked well, and he hoped, if the Amend- 
ment were carried, the practice would be 
radually extended to other counties, 

e might point out that his Amendment 
would not prevent inquests being held in 
hotels and public-houses in cases of 
‘necessity. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 9, line 24, after the word ‘ liquors,’ 

to insert the words ‘nor shall any coroner’s 

| inquest be held on such licensed premises where: 

other premises have been provided for such 
inquest.’ ”—(Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice). 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES contended 
that the Amendment reduced the Clause 
to an absurdity. Was it likely, when a 
local authority had provided proper 
premises, that inquests would be held 
on licensed premises? The Amendment 
was nonsense. 


*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrinc- 
ham) suggested that the latter part of 
the Amendment should be made to read— 


‘* Where other suitable premises have been 
provided for the purpose.” 


Sm ROBERT REID thought that there 
was a good dealin the criticism of the 
-hon. Member for King’s Lynn. The real 
difficulty was to make the authorities 
responsible for an attempt to get other 
premises if they could. For that purpose 
the original words of the noble Lord were 
better, with the addition suggested by 


| the hon. Member for Altrincham. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the holding of in- 
quests was a very different matter from 


He was. holding licensing meetings. An inquest 


might be of sudden occurrence, and no. 


time could be spent in hunting about 


whether premises were available. 
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Srr WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) | of the word “ suitable.” 
did not think that the words proposed to} Proposed Amendment amended— 
be added would do any good. It was ‘« By inserting after the word ‘other’ the 
simply laying a trap for the unwary, and | word ‘ suitable.’—(Mr. Ritchie.) 
(1.13.) Question put, “That those 
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he hoped the House would reject the in- 


sertion of the words. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 


he was willing to accept 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.,Glouc. (Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 





the insertion ' 56. 
AYES. 


| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


uith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry | Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Bain,.Colonel James Robert 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brigg, John 

Brockfeld, Colonel Montagu 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


| Joyce, Michael 
Baird, John George Alexander | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leamy, Edmund 

| Leng, Sir John 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lloyd-George, David 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lundon, W. 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Govern, T. 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r | Maxwell, WJ.H(Dumfriesshire | 
| Mooney, John J. 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Hain, Edward 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw, H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Sir J ohn CharlesReady 
Disraeli, Coningsby Log = 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, Willian Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 





Murphy, Jobn 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham (Bute 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Newsigate, Francis Alexander 
N 


icol, Donald Ninian 


| Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | 
| O’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 


O‘Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| O’Shee, James John 
| Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard | 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 


Rea, Russell 
NOES. 


Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edmonds | 
Gretton, John | 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. | 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. BR.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(EdinburghW | 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Morton,Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Palmer Walter (Salisbury) } 


words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The House divided :— Ayes, 116 ; Noes,. 
(Division List No. 265.) 


Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Reid Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Russell, T. W. 
| Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northants 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Sullivan. Donal 
| Talbot, Rt Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ): 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Tully, Jasper 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, ht. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wood, James 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice: 
and Mr. Nussey. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pym, C. Guy 
| Richards, Henry Charles 


Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Spear, John Ward 

Stroyan, John 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 


| Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney): 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Williams, Rt HnJd Powell-(Birm. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Galloway and Mr.. 
Remnant. 
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Mr. GALLOWAY said he did not | would agree that a member should not 
know whether his right hon. friend would | be allowed to send his wife or child or 
accept the Amendment which stood in | any other person to purchase intoxicating 
his name ‘upon the Paper, although he | liquors for consumption off the premises 
had no doubt he agreed with the principle | of the club. The Home Secretary was 
of it. As to whether this Amendment | induced to accept this Clause by a case 
was the best form in which to carry out | which came before the courts, in which 
the principle, he should leave it to the|the learned judges expressed very 
Home Secretary to determine, for he did | strongly their opinion that something 
not wish to press the matter in regard | should be done to meet this evil. The 
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to the actual words to be used. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 38, after the word ‘club,’ 
to insert the words ‘such fee, in the case of 
clerks to justices holding office at the passing 
of this Act, to be taken by them for their own 
use.”’” —(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I entirely agree with 
the object of my hon. friend in moving 
this Amendment. A certain amount of 


additional work will be placed upon the 
justices’ clerks, for which they ought to 
be remunerated, but it would be con- 
trary to modern legislation to pay them 


in the way suggested, and it would be 
very unwise to introduce this new 
element in this Clause. Recognising as 
I do that these clerks will have to do 
more work than they do now, I shall, in | 


| words he was moving to leave out would 
| restrict the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
/members on the premises, and would 
| stop entirely the sale off the premises. 
| He thought hon. Members would agree 
| that a club was not a place where intoxi- 
‘eating liquor should be sold for off con- 
| sumption. If clubs were to be allowed 

on any large scale to sell alcohol for 
/ consumption off the premises that would 
be establishing a way of evading the 
revenue, and would inflict a great injus- 
| tice upon those who had to take out 
| licences. He was induced to make this 
| Amendment after the discussion which 
| took place in Grand Committee, and he 
| had since made some inquiries by various 


chief constables as to their opinion in 
| regard to such an Amendment as he had 
moved. He asked them if they thought 
such an amendment of the law would 
| assist the administration of the Act, and 
out of sixty-five chief constables to whom 


he applied about fifty replied stating 


a circular which I propose to send round, | that they entirely agreed with the Amend- 
draw the attention of the local authorities | ment. He agreed that an injustice might 
to the fact that additional work has been _be done to elubs which had no desire to 
put upon these clerks, and I shall suggest | evade the principle laid down in this 
that they should recommend for the! Bill that clubs should be properly con- 
sanction of the Home Secretary some | ducted. He admitted that it would be a 
additional payment to meet the addi-| great hardship to prevent a member of a 
tional work which these clerks will in| club from obtaining for his own con- 
future have to undertake. | sumption a flask full of spirits which he 
would not be able to do if these words 

Mr. GALLOWAY: I beg leave to| were not left in. He fully admitted 
withdraw my Amendment. that there was a good deal to be 
| said both for and against the Amend- 
/ment, but it ought not to be beyond 
their ability to draw up some form of 
(1.25.) Mr. GALLOWAY said he) words which would deal with the evil 
‘thought that Clause 25 was some- which existed. They could not have 
what ambiguous, and he was con- two laws in this matter. The rich man’s 
firmed in that opinion by several jon. | lub must be placed in the same position 
and learned Members, all of whom had | With regard to the law as the poor man’s 
given a different version as to their con- | Club, but nothing should be done which 
struction of the Act. This Amendment Would unnecessarily irritate clubs which 
had for its object the stopping of the| were properly conducted. On the other 
ale of liquor to the nme a - member | hand, no kind of clubs should be allowed 
of the club. He thought the House to evade their proper raison d’étre on an 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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extensive scale. He thought the House 
should have an expresssion of opinion 
from the Home Secretary in regard to 
this evil. Would it be possible in send- 
ing out the notices relating to the Bill 
to draw the attention of the police 
throughout the country to the evil which 
was known to exist, with the view to 


their dealing with what he believed to be | 


a great scandal. He assured the right 
hon. Gentleman that-he had no desire to 


inflict hardship on the clubs which were | 
ready to conform to the extra restrictions | 


placed upon them. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 11, to leave out the words | 
“except to a member on the premises.’ ”— (Mr. | 


Galloway. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | 


Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend has 
stated very truly and _ properly, I 
think, that the existing state of things 


is attended with very great inconvenience. | 


As a matter of fact, there are in some 


places clubs which, although supposed to | 


exist for the members, are little better 


than unlicensed public houses. Messengers | 


are sent to and from them just in 
the same way as they might be sent to and 
from public houses.. I think that is a 
great evil. I do not say that no evil 
could possibly exist under the Bill with 
the words which we have inserted, but cer- 
tainly this great evil in connection with 


messenger-sending is actually dealt with | 


by the Clause. My hon. friend would 
like to go further, but he sees the 
difficulty, and I see the difficulty. On 
the whole, I think I have gone as far as 
it is proper and reasonable to go. I am 
sure the House will agree with my hon. 


friend that we must try, if we can, to | 
enlist on our side in connection with this | 
matter the best opinion of the best clubs, | 


including working men’s clubs. JI know 
that the great club organisation—the 
Club Union—which comprises a very 
Jarge number of clubs, not political, but 


social working men’s clubs, are as anxious | 
House can possibly be that. 


as the 
the evils we recognise should be sup- 


pressed. I am sure that if we were to) 


g0 as far as we would be going by leaving 
out the words referred to, we would not 
carry with us the favourable opinion of 
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| these clubs, and that would do a very 
great deal of harm. It would be practi- 
cally impossible if thee words were 
| omitted to prevent the sale of liquor to 
'a member of a club for consumption off 
|the premises. In that case 1 do not 
'know how this provision of the law 
could be worked. It would never do to 
cross-examine club members as to their 
purchases in order to be sure that they 
would not carry any liquor away from 
the club, or to have a policeman always 
at the door to see whether it was carried 
away or not. Such a provision would 
be greatly resented by that class of clubs 
which we desire to enlist on our side. To 
enact a Clause which would prevent a man 
from filling his flask at his club would be 
to carry the law to such an extent as to 
raise a great storm of opposition to the law. 
We have gone as far as we can go, and I 
hope my hon. friend will be content with 
| the Clause as it stands. 


CoLONEL PILKINGTON said that to 
allow clubs to be set up to sell liquor for 
consumption off the premises would be to 
introduce a very great evil. The clubs 
might become a sort of unlicensed public 
houses, open at all hours when the public 
houses were closed. They would also be 
open on Sundays. He knew the working 
classes pretty well, and he did not believe 
they would feel any grievance if their 
clubs were subjected to the proposed 
restriction. He hoped his hon. friend 
would go to a division. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) said that he had an Amend- 


'ment on the Paper similar to that moved 


by the hon. Member for South West 
Manchester. He supported the hon. 
|Member’s Amendment on the ground 
| that it would help to carry out what the 
| Home Secretary had said was the object of 
the Bill, namely, tchit thedishonest trader. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
one of the objections to supporting it 
/was the difficulty there would be in 
'enforeing the law. He did not take 
'that view. It would be very difficult 
/to have one law for the rich club, and 
another for the poor club. It was well 
known to be the custom for a member 
‘of a club in London to send to it for a 
bottle of wine or for the purpose of filling 
| his flask. It might be an inconvenience 
not to have that right, but on the other 
hand it would remove a great temptation 
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in connection with another class of club. 
If it was. a question between the con- 
venience of members of clubs in the West 
End of London, and the diminution of 
illicit drinking on the part of Members 
of the worst class of bogus clubs, he 
certainly thought that the balance should 
be thrown on the side of suppressing 
drinking in connection with bogus clubs 
There might be cases of sudden illness, 
for which there might be no means of 
immediately providing the stimulants 
required. It would be convenient then 
to send to a club, supposing it were 
Sunday and the shops were shut. 
Perhaps it was a fantastic suggestion, 
but the bona fide traveller might be 
admitted within the Clause. Supposing a 
traveller started hurriedly on a journey, 
there was no reason why he should not 
take what he wanted with him. But 
the fact remained that people as a rule 
were able to provide themselves with 
what they required in their own homes. 
People in a humble class of life could get 
their supplies from their grocers. He 
did not want to be too severe and drastic 
in preventing people getting what they 
required from their grocers. So long as 
these opportunities were open to both 
classes—rich and poor——he saw no reason 
why they should not strike a hard blow at 
the worst class of club, which was respon- 
sible for some of the most extreme forms 
of drinking. There were stories which 
might be verified of clubs which existed 
purely for the sale of liquor for drinking 
off the premises—clubs held, for instance, 
in barns. Such clubs brought odium and 
ill-fame upon the trade. No one was 
more concerned in the suppression of 
these clubs than the trade itself. He 
could fortify himself with the opinion of 
a well-known learned judge, who, when 
adjudicating on a case of that nature, said 
that if the members could take liquor 
away, it would, in his opinion, go a long 
way to show that it was not a bona fide 
club. It was in order that that kind of 
club should be suppressed that he sup- 
ported the Amendment. 


(1.45.) Str J. FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N. E.) said he would be obliged 
to vote against the Amendment if it 
went to a division. This was a matter 
on which there might be difference of 
opinion. In his constituency a working 
men’s club was in the habit of having an 
annual picnic, and would it not be hard if 


Mr. Reginald Lucas. 
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the members were not allowed to take 
the drink for the picnic luncheon out of 
their own club? It was also the habit of 
certain West End clubs to supply their 
members with hampers for the races and 
other expeditions, and why should not 
the working men’s clubs have the same 
facilities? He was all in favour of put- 
ting down the abuse which they all de- 
plored, but they would be going too far 
if they prevented members from purchas- 
ing liquor for their own consumption off 
the premises. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said 
that the Home Secretary had not exag- 
gerated when he said that some of these 
clubs were not conducted as they ought 
to be, but these were only an insignificant 
portion of the whole. If the Amendment 
were carried, he was quite certain they 
would be interfering with the legitimate 
liberty of a great number of clubs against 
which no charge whatever was made were 
they to prohibit members taking a reason- 
able amount of liquor not to be consumed 
on the premises. They must do what 
they could to encourage the proper con- 
duct of the clubs, but it would inflict a 
great injustice on a great number of well- 
conducted clubs. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he would 
appeal to the House to grant leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. [Cries of 
“No, no.”| He was sure the House 
would sympathise with him, because, if 
his Amendment were not withdrawn, 
he would not please his friends. 


*Mr. GROVES said he could 
assure the hon. Member for South- 
West Manchester that if he stuck to 
his Amendment his friends would veer 
round to him again. There was one 
matter which had not been mentioned 
in the course of the debate, and that 
was that the Majority Report distinctly 
recognised the proposal embodied im 
the Amendment. ‘the Report said— 

‘‘The sale of intoxicating liquors for con- 
sumption off the premises should be strictly 
prohibited ” ; ; 
while the Minority Report said that any 
such sale should be deemed illicit. Wher 
they found the two Reports, which went 
very fully into the whole matter, agree- 
ing in their recommendations—although 
he did not pin his faith always to such 
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a convergence of opinion—he shough 
it was worthy of consideration. € 
thought the danger had not been exag- 
gerated, and that the possibility of evil 
which existed might be cured by the 
Amendment. Surely some safeguard 
might also be devised whereby a mem- 
ber could still get his hamper for his 
picnic. The evil that the Amendment 
sought to cure was very serious and 
_ dangerous, and one which occurred 
frequently. He failed to see why clubs, 
which were unlicensed premises, and 
could be kept open for any length of 
time, should be able to afford facilities 
for the consumption of drink on or 
off the premises when all the licensed 
houses were closed. He knew that in 
many districts there were constant 
streams of messengers to clubs, on Sun- 
days and week days, and that, al- 
though those messengers would not 
be served inside the club, the mem- 
ber would make a practice of being 
served himself, carrying the liquor 
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some little distance away, and giving | 


it to the messenger to take home. 
This evil would be perpetuated under 
the Bill, and he thought the Amend- 
ment was one which ought to commend 
itself to the common sense of the House. 


*Mr. DISRAELI said he quite appre- 
ciated the difficulty of judging this 


question, but he looked upon the Amend- | 


ment as one of the most important 
character, and the House skould deal 
with it in the broadest spirit pos- 
sible. Clubs were not established for 
drinking, but for social purposes. Dr. 
Johnson described a friend of his as a 
good fellow because he was a ‘“‘ clubable 
man.’ He did not mean by that a man 
who went to his club to fetch away 
liquor to drink quietly, but one who re- 
joiced in the company of his friends. 
Anyone who represented a Lancashire or 
Cheshire constituency, which was the 
home of the working man’s club, must 
know that the difficulty met by the clause 
in the Bill was increasing. The clause was 
thevery essence of animportant part of the 
Bill, and, unless they did something to 
stop the free sale of liquor from unlicensed 
public houses, they would not be going a 
step further in the promotion of temper- 
ance amongst the working classes. He 
should certainly support the Amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said the 
House was very much interested in the 
sudden conversion of the two hon. 
Members in regard to the Majority 
Report of the Royal Commission. Al- 
though the Majority and Minority 
Reports were in favour of stopping the 
sale of liquor for consumption off the 
premises, there was a more important 
factor to be considered, and that was, 
whether public opinion would put up 
with it. Although the clubs had gone 
with the Home Secretary on the Bill, 
and had allowed every sort of restriction 
to be placed upon them, they had indi- 
cated that they could not stop the serv- 
ing of a member. It would be a disaster 
if the working of the Bill were jeopar- 
dised because they went a step farther 
and tried to force on the clubs legislation 
which they could not tolerate. The 
bogus club was abolished, so far as it 
could be, by the Bill, and most clubs 
would become highly respectable places. 
He could not see what harm would result 
if a member was allowed to go himself 
and fetch liquor from his club for his 
own consumption athome. It was better 
that he should do that than go to a 
public house. They had already stopped 
the greater evil — the fetching by 
messengers. He hoped if the Amend- 
ment was not withdrawn it would be 
negatived. 


CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton) suggested 
that, instead of leaving out the words 
referred to, they should arrive at some 
sort of compromise by inserting ‘‘in 
sealed or stoppered vessels *—(|Cries of 
“No, no”|—or “for the purpose of his 
own consumption.” That would stop 
the taking away of beer or other liquors 
in open jugs or cans. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the 
extremely able argument of the hon. 
Member had very nearly convinced him 
that he was going to vote against the 
Amendment. Both the Majority and 
Minority Reports were agreed on the 
point dealt with by the clause. As to 
the question of bogus clubs, he wanted to 
knowifhon. Membersinsinuated that these 
bogus clubs, which were established for 
one purpose, were really used for another. 
He thought that sufficient securities were 
taken in the Bill against the formation 
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of bogus clubs in the Excise sense. If, passing a well-intentioned Act like this, 
the Committee had accepted these clu bs, ‘the Committee should not interfere. 
as they had done in this part of the Bill, | with the liberty of the subject, and the 
under certain securities, they ought to| Amendment, in his view, would unduly 
put a certain amount of trust in them. | interfere with this liberty. 

What they ought to rely upon was the | : 

good sehse of the members, and the Mk. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 


efficacy of the rules governing those that the principle to bear in mind was 
clubs. If the rules permitted a club to | Whether the Committee should assist in 


be carried on for any other than the the establishment of good clubs or not. 
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proper purpose for which it was founded, | Men did not go to clubs in order to carry - 


it would very soon find itself in| #waydrink. They went to clubs forsocial 
difficulties. A provision of this kind | purposes—to see and talk to their friends 
must apply to all clubs, and he could | and acquaintances; and if they wanted 
not conceive members of the Carlton | Something to drink, he certainly did not 
Club going out with a bottle of see why they should not have it. His 
champagne in each pocket in order to | idea was that leaving these words in 
hold a kind of al fresco symposium in | Would greatly retard the movement of 
the Green Park. The objection that had | establishing bona fide working men’s 
always been felt to temperance legisla- ¢lubs. Therefore, he should vote for the 
tion by the people of ge country was not omission of the words. 

because they did not like temperance, | . 

but heanths in temperance legislation | (23.) ashton gue. 

they saw a great deal of interference! The House divided]:—Ayes, 147; 
with the liberty of the subject. In| Noes, 65. (Division List No. 266.) (2.17.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) A arg wer met wend , Lundon, W. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | MacNeill], John Gordon Swift 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Fisher, William Hayes | M‘Govern, T. 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry | FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- | M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund M‘Kean, John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert Flavin, Michael Joseph M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Baird, John George Alexander | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Baldwin, Alfred | Flower, Ernest | Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J,.(Manch’r | Flynn, James Christopher Mount, William Arthur 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds | F vevemngy eg bay tare nd Murphy, John 

Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. | Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | Murray,RtHn.A.Grah’m(Bute 
Bill, Charles | Galloway, William Johnson Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Black, Alexander William | Goulding, Edward Alfred Murray, Col. Wyndham (Batl:) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds | Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Boland, John Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Bond, Edward Gretton, John Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Gunter, Sir Robert O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Hain, Edward O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Burke, E. Haviland- | Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Caldwell, James | Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Campbell, John (Armagh,8.) | Hayden, John Patrick 
Carlile, William Walter | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) | Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Horner, Frederick Wm. 
Channing, Francis Allston | Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Hatton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Collings, Rt. Hoa. Jesse | Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire 
Delany, William | Joyce, Michael 

Dickson, Charles Scott | Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Lawson, John Grant 
Donelan, Captain A. | Leamy, Edmund 

Doogan, P. C. | Leng, Sir John 

Douglas, Right Hon. A. Akers- | Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Elibank, Master of | Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,J ames(Wicklow, W. 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 





Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 





Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G(OxfdUniv. 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Spencer,Rt.Ho.C.R(Northants | Williams, RtHnJ Pow’ll-(Birm, 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





NOES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Arrol, Sir William 
Austin, Sir John 
Balearres, Lord 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 


Brigg, John 
Burns, John 
Cameron, Robert 


Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Grant, Corrie | Purvis, 


Groves, James Grimble | Rea, Russell 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Richards, Henry Charles 


*(2.45.) Mr. RITCHIE said the ob- 


Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 

Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Johnston, William (Belfast) 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 

| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Lloyd-George, David 

| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 

Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Mooney, John J. 

| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Nussev, Thomas Willans 

| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

| Pilkington,Lieut.-Col.Richard 

Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin & Nairn | Powell, a Sharp 
ert 


ject of the Amendment standing on) 


the Paper in his name was to deal with 
clubs established simply for the sale of 
liquor, and for the purpose of profit to 
those who supplied the liquor. 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 36, after ‘members,’ 
insert ‘or (h) that the supply of intoxicat- 
ing liquor to the club is not under the control 
of the members or the Committee appointed by 
the members. (2) For the purpose of deter- 
mining whether a club is conducted in good 
faith as a club, the court shall have regard to 
the nature of the premises occupied by the 
elub.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. GALLOWAY pointed out that 
there was another class of club on which 
these words would have bearing, viz., 
the proprietary club. How was the 
proprietor of such a club going to carry 
on his business if the words “‘ under the 
control of the Members” meant that the 
control of the sale of intoxicating liquors 
was to be taken out of the hands of the 
proprietor and put in the hands of a 
committee ? 


He | 





| 
} 
| 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Spear, John Ward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
yarner, Thomas Courtenay T- 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan). 

Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wood, James 

Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 





| TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Lucas and Mr. 


Disraeli. 


Mr. RITCHIE said the Amendment 
to this Clause was directed against what 
were called bogus clubs. The magis- 
trates were not compelled to strike a 
club off the register, and so far as the 
proprietary clubs were concerned they 
would be very easily able to accommodate 
themselves to the requirements. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) desired to move the addition of 
the following words at the end of line 36— 

‘*(h) that in the case of a club occupying 
premises in the Principality of Wales, intoxicat- 
ing liquor is supplied or distributed to mem- 
bers or guests on Sundays.” 

The Home Secretary would, he thought, 
recognise that throughout the discussion 
on this Bill, he had supported the 
Government, and he ought, perhaps, to 
explain that he moved this Amendment 
now on two main grounds—first, because 
there was a strong feeling in Wales that 
some such proviso should be inserted in 
the Bill; and, secondly, because that 
feeling was not only entertained by the 
temperance section in Wales, but was 
largely held by those who were not 
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connected in any organised way with 
that section, and by a large number of 
influential men holding important public 
positions in the Principality. The effect 
-of the Amendment, if it were carried, 
would be that in regard to clubs, regis- 
tered under this Act in Wales, no intoxi- 
-cating liquors could be sold on Sundays. 
He ought, perhaps, very briefly to point 
out that this Amendment was not moved 
because— 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): On 
a point of order, Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stood you to rule that all Amend- 
ments to the Amendment of the Home 
Secretary were out of order. That being 
so, I submit that the hon. Member is out 
of order in moving the present Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I notice that the 
Amendment would come in on the same 
line as that to which the Home Secretary 
has moved an addition. The hon. 
Member should have moved it as an 
Amendment to the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS asked if 
it would be possible for him to do so now. 


Mr. SPEAKER: No, the Amendment 
has been carried. The hon. Member 
should have moved to insert it after the 
word “‘ Members.” ~ 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS asked if 
there was any way in which he could 
move his Amendment. The subject was a 
matter in which great interest was taken 
in the Principality, and, if possible, he 
should be glad to move it. 


Sir ROBERT REID inquired if it 
would be possible to move this Amend- 
ment, and that of the hon. Member for 
South West Manchester, as a new Clause. 


Mr. SPEAKER: No; on the Report 
stage new Clauses are taken before the 
other proposed Amendments, and that 
opportunity has now passed. 


Mr. FLOWER wished to know if the 
Amendment could be moved now as a 
new sub-section. 


Mr. SPEAKER: No. 
Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. DISRAELI said he moved the 
Amendment standing on the Paper in 
the interest of those who liked to see 
things done in open court, and not behind 
people’s backs. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 12, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘a justice of the peace is, and insert the 
words ‘two justices of the peace sitting in 
petty session.’ ”—(Mr. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed—“ That the words 
pees to be left out stand part of the 
ill.” 





| Sir ROBERT FINLAY: [ think this 
| Amendment is an unnecessary and un- 
desirable departure from the ordinary 
| practice, and therefore I cannot accept it. 
} 


| Mr. CHARLES SPENCER (North- 
| amptonshire, Mid.) thought the Amend- 
ment was desirable as a security against 
possible abuse in certain districts, and 
appealed to the Government to reconsider 
the Amendment. 


| Mr. H. C. RICHARDS said that this 
| Amendment dealt with one of the difficul- 
| ties met with in the country districts, 
‘about which the Home Office knew a 
| good deal. 

| Mr. RITCHIE said he was unable to 
| accept the Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
| Bill read a third time and passed. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


(3.5.) THe PRESIDENT OF THE 
BOARD or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Bat- 
FouR, Leeds, Central): This Bill has 
been drafted in the first place to amend 
the law with regard to the examination 
of previous specifications in the United 
Kingdom on applications for patents, 
and, secondly, to amend the law relating 
to the granting of compulsory licences. 
With respect to the first of these ques- 
tions, there is not, I believe, very much 
difference of opinion. It is generally 
admitted that the change which we pro- 
pose, with regard to the first proposal 
I have mentioned, will be a valuable 
‘amendment of the law, but it is other- 
| wise with the second proposal, which 
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deals with compulsory licences. I was 
aware at the time I introduced the Bill 
that considerable difference of opinion 
existed in regard to some of these pro- 
posals, and for that reason I allowed a 
considerable interval to elapse between 
the First and Second Reading of the Bill, 
in order to give those interested an 
opportunity of studying its provisions, 
and I undertook to consider carefully, 
and with an open mind, any suggestions 
that might be made to me. Since the 
publication of the Bill I have had a good 
many representations made to me, and I 
have received an important deputation 
representing the Chambers of Commerce 
of the country, and the members of this 
deputation took exception to some of 
the provisions of the second Clause. 
I could not agree with all the 
representations made to me by this 
deputation, but at the same time I could 
not but recognise that there was con- 
siderable force in many of those repre- 
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|think the Committee intended “the 
reasonable requirements of the public” 
to include producers as well as con- 
sumers. But if any doubt exists on 
this point I think it is important that 
it should be removed. Accordingly I 
ropose in the amended Clause that 
the Bill shall clearly indicate the cases 
in which the reasonable requirements 
of the public are to be deemed not to 
be satisfied for the purposes of the 
Clause. The amended Clause accordingly 
provides that : 


‘The reasonable requirements of the public 
shall not be deemed to have been satisfied if 
by reason of the default of the patentee to 
work his patent or to manufacture the 
patented article in the United Kingdom to 
an adequate extent, or to grant licences on 
reasonable terms, any existing industry or 
the establishment of any new industry is 
prejudiced, or the demand for the patented 
article is not reasonably met.” 





'I do not suggest in reference to the 


sentations, and I have since done my | 2¢w form of the Clause that it goes 
best to meet those objections so far as| Very much beyond what was contained 
it was possible for me to do so. I | in the original Clause, but it makes it 
believe that the changes which I am| much clearer. As amended, if any 


about to introduce are of a kind which | existing industry or the establishment 
will prove reapesie’ | to the commercial of any new industry is prejudiced by 


community generally, and will be|the failure of the patentee to work 
accepted as a reasonable solution of his patent, or to grant licences, the 
what is undoubtedly a somewhat diffi-| reasonable requirements of the public 
cult problem. ,are not to be held by the Court 


| - 

I will confine myself to explaining | ue gy er xe ae iehlanaee 
shortly the main respects in which the | oo sents in gistatoeni ennee: Se Stash 
amended Clause 2, which I shall have | P present ed to me by this deputation 
to move in Committee, differs from the | Z pe : 
provisions of the Bill in the form in | and in the sommusiontsons, “which 1 


cae . - have received on this subject, that there 
which it was introduced. The first | . : . 
point deals with the phrase “reasonable | pie mes ~ — aA ae of ie 
requirements of the public.” The pulsory Keonces will net oflsctively remedy 


event on which the Committee recom- | the evils complained ‘of, and in which 


| the only real remedy will be the revoca- 

sae that's ‘pateanes hcg Te | tion of the patent. It is not denied that 

ree to Grant COGENT SOONOM | ice ate 'a wed many cases in which 

sit ns 'the grant of compulsory licences will 

When it is made to appear that the | afford a sufficient remedy, and in such 
r-asonable requirements of the public in | ‘ Md be hard 

reference to the invention have not heen | Cases It wou ard on the patentee, 


. Satisfied by reason of the neglect or refusal 
of the patentee to work the patent or to 
+rant licences on reasonable terms.” 

It has been represented to me that 
tle phrase “reasonable requirements” 
is not sufficiently explicit, and in 
particular that it does not specifically 


and would by no means be in the interest 
of the public-to inflict the extreme 
penalty of forfeiting his patent. It is 
also obvious that the more severe the 
penalty the more difficult it will be to 
make out a case for its infliction. I 
propose, therefore, to retain the pro- 


include the reasonable requirements of | visions of the Clause which enabled 


the producing portion of the public as 
opposed to that of the consumers. I[ 
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persons interested to obtain the grant of 
compulsory licences. 
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But at the same time there may be, 
and probably are, cases in which the 
grant of compulsory licences will be an 
insufficient remedy, and in which in the 
interests of the public it would be right 
to revoke the patent. It is, theretore, 
proposed by the amended Clause to em- 
power the Court to revoke the patent if 
they are of opinion that the reasonable 
requirements of the public will not be 
satisfied by the grant of licences; but 
this power is given subject to the proviso 
that no order of revocation shall be 
made before the expiration of three 
years from the grant of the patent, or if 
the patentee gives satisfactory reasons for 
his default. This proviso is in accord- 
ance with the arrangement which is 
embodied in the additional Act of the 
14th of December, 1900, amending the 
International Convention of 1883. To 
this Act this country has given its 
adherence, and it is expected that it will 
very shortly come into force throughout 
the Union. Having so agreed to this I 
think it would be a breach of faith if 
this proviso was not inserted in the Bill. 
The amended Clause will, therefore, only 
enable the court to revoke patents in 
extreme cases where the patentee is 
unable to give satisfactory reasons for 
his default, and where, in the opinion of 
the court, the case will not be met by 
the grant of compulsory licences. I 
think this is a reasonable compromise 
between the extreme views. I think 
this proposal is free from the objections 
to which most proposals for the com- 
pulsory working of patents have been 
open. It will not injure the poor in- 
ventor who cannot afford to manufacture 
either at home or abroad under his 
patent. It is aimed at the monopolists 
who, while manufacturing abroad, take 
out patents in this country mainly with 
the object of preventing patented articles 
from being manufactured here. 

There is one other point in which I 
propose to amend the Bill, and it relates 
to the tribunal for the purposes of the 
Clause. Under the Clause as originally 
drafted, in accordance with a recom- 
mendation of Sir Edward Fry’s Com 
mittee, the High Court was substituted 
for the Board of Trade as the tribunal 
to determine whether or not a patentee 
is in default, and on what terms, if any, 
he may be required to grant compulsory 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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licences. The Committce based their 
recommendation in this respect on the 
ground that— 

‘Proceedings under the Section may attect 

interests of a very high pecuniary value, and 
that they ought to be safeguarded in the same 
manner as proceediogs ip an ordinary litiga- 
tion, and not entrusted to any branch of the 
executive Government.” 
It is undoubtedly a serious matter to 
entrust to any branch of the executive 
Government the decision of a case in 
which enormous pecuniary interests may 
be involved, but it has been represented 
to the Board of Trade that the transfer 
of this jurisdiction to the High Court 
is open to the objection that it may 
lead to protracted litigation, with appeals 
to the House of Leeda. I propose that 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, from whom there will be no 
appeal, and who have for many years 
dealt with petitions for the extension of 
patents, should be the tribunal to deal 
with petitions for compulsory licences and 
the revocation of patents. In order to 
prevent unnecessary litigation and 
expense, the petitions in the first instance 
will be made to the Board of Trade, who 
will have the power to dismiss them, 
or to refer them to the Judicial Com- 
mittee if they consider it desirable to do 
so. Having regard to the recommenda- 
tion of Sir Edward Fry’s Committee, the 
Board will not have power themselves to 
require the grant of compulsory licences 
or to refuse patents. 


The last point upon which I propose 
to amend Clause 2 deals with a special 
provision where the patented article is 
manufactured exclusively or mainly 
abroad. I propose that if the complainant 
can show that the patented art-cle is 
mainly or exclusively manufactured 
abroad, the burden of proof that the 
reasonable requirements of the public 
in respect of the invention are satisfied 
should be thrown on the patentee. In 
such cases, where there is a primd fucie 


reason for suspecting that the patent ° 


has been taken out with the object and 
result of obstructing manufacture in this 
country, it appears to be only reasonable 
that the patentee should be placed under 
this obligation, having regard to the 
monopoly which has been conceded to 
him by the State. It is accordingly 
proposed in the Clause, as amended, to 
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provide that if it is proved to the satisfac- 
tion of the Judicial Committee that the 
patented article is manufactured exclu- 
sively or mainly outside the United King- 
dom, the petitioner shall be entitled to an 
orderfora compulsory licence, or asthecase 
may be, to an order for the revocation of 
the patent, unless the patentee can show 
that the reasonable requirements of the 
public have been satisfied. These consti- 
tute the principal changes which I 
propose to introuuce during the Com- 
mittee stage. I hope that the House 
will allow this Bill to pass this afternoon, 
in order that it may be referred to the 
Grand Committee on Trade. I feel 
sure that in this form the Bill will give 
general satisfaction to the commercial 
community, and will be regarded as an 
important and valuable amendment of 
the patent law. I beg to move the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


857 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


(3.20.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid.) said the President of the Board of 
Trade had only referred to Clause 2 of 
this Bill, and had passed over Clause 1, 
which proposed to make the most im- 
portant change of allin regard to the 
law of patents. This Bill proposed a 
most extraordinary change, for it re- 
quired the examiner to go back in regard 
to every invention and specification for 
a period of fifty years. He had to go 
over every specification that was lodged. 
Subsection 2 of Clause 1 provides— 

“Tf on investigation i 
invention has weal Weal oe ane ieaed oe 
described by any such specification, the appli- 
cant shall be informed thereof, and the applicant 
may, within such time as may be prescribed, 
file an amended specification, and the amended 


specification shall be investigated in like manner for an applicant to amen 


as the original specification.” 
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received it might be necessary to amend 
the specification, and then it would be 
necessary to go through the whole of the 
specifications for the previous fifty years 
to see whether the amended specification 
was correct or not. There was no 
limit as to how often the amended 
specification might be gone into. The 
Act required that the reports of the 
examiners were not to be published and 
were not accessible to the public and 
could only be produced if the Courts 
required their production. Then sub- 
section 5 of Clause 1 provided that— 

“If the comptroller is satisfied that no 
objection exists to the specification ou the 
 aneig that the invention claimed thereby 

as been wholly or in part claimed by a 
previous specification as before mentioned, he 
shall, in the absence of any other lawful 
ground of objection, accept the specification.” 
Therefore there was to be no opportunity 
of a person exercising his own judgment 
on the matter, and he was bound to accept 
the report of the examiner. There was the 
usual proviso that there was to be an appeal 
from the decision of the comptroller. 
It seemed to him that this great change 
was beingintroduced without any adequate 
reason. He could quite understand that the 
validity of a patent should be determined 
once for all by pri. all this machinery ; 
but he did not think that there was any 
warrant whatever for imposing the duty 
of inquiring into the validity of a speci- 
fication on an examiner. Another im- 
portant change made by the Bill was that 
the period for lodging a complete specifica- 
tion was reduced from nine months to six 
months. In previous legislation the period 
was extended instead of being reduced. In 
regard to the question whether an invén- 
tion had been anticipated by reason of its 
publication, the Bill charged the examiner 
with the responsibility of examining speci- 
fications extending over a period of fifty 


| years. Upon this it might be necessary 


his specification, 
and there appeared to be no limit to 


That was a very heavy responsibility to | examination and amendment, while a 


place upon any official. 
provides— 

“The investigations and re 
this section shall not be hel 
rape the validity of an tent, and no 

bility shall be incurred by the Board of Trade 
or any officer thereof by reason of, or in con- 


rts required by 
in any way to 


nection with, any such investigation or report, | 


| worked in the United Kingdom. 


or any proceeding consequent thereon.” 


This was a most extraordinary change in | 
the existing law. After the report was | 





Subsection 9 | charge of £3 was to be made for the in- 
| vestigation. But why not leave it to the 
| person interested to make the inquiry for 
| himself? Hedid not thinkthat the interests 


of the public were properly a wissen 
by the Bill. For instance, in Clause 2 
nothing was said about the patent being 
It only 
stated that if the reasonable requirements 
of the British public were not met by the 


212 





859 Patent Law 


patentee by the issue of licences, the | 
patent might be revoked. At the present 
moment, under the existing law, the 
tribunal which dealt with the issue of 
compulsory licences was the Board of Trade ; 
and % was surprised that the tribunal was 
to be transferred from the Board of Trade, 
which had got experts to guide them, to | 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy | 
Council. He pm’ the change as ver 
unfortunate, and one for the worse. He 
trusted that when the Bill got into 
Committee it would be very carefully 
amended. 


*Srn WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH : 
I had the good fortune to be a member of 
the Committee on the Patent Laws, and had 
the honour of introducing the very impor- | 
tant deputation to my right hon. friend the | 
President of the Board of Trade in regard to 
the second Glause. I may be allowed, 
therefore, to say a few words on the Second 
Reading of this important Bill. I do not 
understand the objection of the hon. 
Gentlemen the Member for Mid Lanark 
to this Bill. He seems to object to 


it root and branch, and to object to 
any reform of the patent law at all. 


But I believe that there is a general 
opinion in the House and in the country 
that some reform, some improvement, | 
should be made in the patent law. There | 
are some, even, who desire to see very | 
drastic alterations made. As to the first | 
Clause of the Bill, the changes which the | 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark objects to | 
so much were recommended by the Com- | 
mittee after very careful consideration. | 
Many revolutionary changes were brought 
before the Committee, but what the Com- 
mittee desired was to make use of all the 
information in the Patent Office for the 
benefit of the country. It has been the 
custom of the Patent Office to tabulate 
the various specifications so that they 
may be easily referred to. All that the 
first Clause of the Bill says is that that in- 
formation shall be carried further and 
made available to any one who comes for- 
ward and desires to take out a patent. 
No doubt the examiner under this Clause 
has certain duties to perform in regard 
to the patentee, which put him in the 
position, practically, of an assistant to the 
patentee. He practically said to the 
patentee, “ We will inform you if there 
are any specifications, which, in whole or 
in part, anticipate the patent you wish 
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to take up.” That having been done, 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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the patentee has all the information he 
desires; he may go and examine the 
specifications for himself, and he can 
either withdraw his own specification or 
amend it. There is no responsibility on the 
examiner ; itis the patentee who takes 
the full responsibility. The hon. Gentle- 
man objected to an appeal, but after the 
amended specification has been examined, 
if the examiner still thinks that some pre- 
vious specifications existed which would 
stand against the new patent applied for, 
the amended specification may go for- 


|ward with certain marks upon it re- 


ferring to previous specifications. The 
object of the Clause is to protect the 
patentee, andassist him, and to protect 
the public if necessary. The appeal to 
which the hon. Gentleman objected is 
also in order that the patentee may be 
again protected, but it is a proceeding 
which the patentee can try to avoid if he 
likes. I think it would be a very great 
pity if those valuable records in the 
Patent Office were not made available to 
the public; and I am sure hat if the 
hon. Gentleman carefully examines this 
Clause again he will find that it throws a 
flood of light on the patents in the office, 
and that a great deal of time and ex- 
pense will be saved. 


So much for the first Clause. In 
regard to the second Clause,I can 
say from my own knowledge 
that the public ought to be very 
grate‘ul indeed to the President of the 
Board of Trade for the very great 
trouble which he has taken to try and 
meet their wishes. This is a very diffi- 
cult and thorny question; and those 
whom I represent, holding very strong 
views, had very drastic proposals to put 
before my right hon. friend. Anything 
like compulsory licence given by a 
foreign patentee to manufacturers in 
this country would not meet the case. 
The foreign patentee acts as a dog in 
the manger, sends his patented articles 
to this country, but does nothing to have 
the patented articles manufactured here. 
He commands the situation, and so our 
industries are, under our own law, 


starved in the interest of the foreigner, | 


We are quite prepared to compete with 
the foreigner, but it should be on fair 
terms. Those who feel most strongly on 
this question think that there should 
be nothing but an absolute revocation 
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of the patent, if it is not worked | read a second time, but I think it will re- 


in this country within two years, 
and the Fry Commission was of that 
opinion also. Sir Edward Fry, the 
Chairman of the Committee, felt the 
great difficulty there would be in any 
court of law in this country deciding 
what was the meaning of “reasonable 
terms.” My right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Trade said 
that while he appreciated all the reasons 
for the course suggested by the Fry 
Commission, he could not go quite as far 
The right hon. Gentleman, however, has 
since gone a considerable distance. He 





quire to be carefully dealt with in Commit- 
tee. The hon. Baronet opposite said that 
it was desirable that Parliament should 
furnish information as much as possible 
to patentees; but I observe that thu 
first Clause goes beyond giving informe- 
tion. It imposes on the examiner the 
duty of going through specifications for 
fifty years, in order to see whether he 
will accept a new specification or an 
amended specification from a would-be 
patentee ; and on all that an appeal lies 
to the law courts. Now, these require- 
ments may impose a very long and 


has introduced Amendments: in the difficult inquiry. I do not want to 
second Clause which gives the power of | express a final opinion on this point, but 
revocation of the patent under certain | only to say at present that it seems to 
circumstances. The consequence is that | be a serious thing. As to Clause 2, I 
I am in a position to say that those with entirely agree with what the hon. 
whom I have been acting, and all those | Baronet said about the necessity of revok- 
in this country who are personally ing patents granted in this country to 
interested in this question, are well | foreigners who do not work them here. 
satisfied with the Clause now proposed | Nothing can be more absurd or more 
by my right hon. friend. It does not | outrageous than that a foreign patentee 


fulfil their ideal, but it goes a very long | can come here and get a patent and use 
way in the direction they wish to go. it, not for the purpose of encouraging 
At any rate it is an immense improve-|the industries of this country, but to 
ment on the present position, and there-| prevent our people doing what they 


fore it is acceptable. otherwise would do. To allow our laws 

As to the change of tribunal referred | to be used to give a preference to foreign 
to by the hon. Member of Mid-Lanark, enterprise is, to my mind, ridiculous. I 
the Committee felt that the appeal should do not know whether the proposals of 
no longer remain with the Board of the right hon. Gentleman are adequate 
Trade. I think that there is an amount | to meet the case, for we have not yet 
of difficulty and delicacy in dealing with seen them in print. In regard to the 
questions of this sort, that it would be | shifting of the appeal from the Board of 
far better if they were considered after | Trade to the Judicial Committee of the 
argument on both sides by a tribunal | Privy Council, or to the High Courts of 
which is accustomed to weigh evidence, | Justice, I thoroughly deprecate taking 
than to continue the informal manner in | such questions as these to the High 
which the Board of Trade has hitherto Courts of Justice, then to the Appeal 
considered appeals. Everybody, I think, ; Court, and then to the House of Lords. 
admits that the formal proceeding was Everyone must admit that that would 
not a fair one. The recommendation of be a procedure most tedious, costly, 
the Committee was that there should be | uncertain, and unsatisfactory. I] con- 


an appeal to the Court of Appeal. The 
objection to this has been made that that 
would lead to delay, which difficulty 
would not occur if the appeal is made to 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. There may be questions which 
are worthy of further investigations in 
Committee, but I trust that the House 
will allow the Second Reading to be now 
taken. 


(4.10.) Str ROBERT REID: Of course 
this Bill ought undoubtedly to be 





gratulate litigants on having the oppor- 
tunity of getting to the highest tribunal 
at once. I am certain that if this work 
is to be discharged by a non-adminis- 
trative Department, it could not be more 
competently dealt with than by the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 
I am not sure whether it would not be 
better to have an administrative Depart- 
ment, assisted by the best legal and 
technical ability, to decide these patent 
questions; but if the House thinks 
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that the appeal should be to a legal 
tribunal, the Privy Council is by far 
and away the ablest and most satisfactory 
that rite! be found in this country. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: It must be 
very satisfactory to the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade that the Bill has met with a 
general approval so far. I cannot help 
thinking that the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark, who did not join in that 
approval, did not realise the strength of 
the Committee on the Patent Laws whose 
Report is embodied in body of this Bill. 
The hon. Gentleman spoke disrespectfully 
of that Committee as a Committee of 
lawyers. If he looks at the Report he 
will find that there were on it not only 
eminent lawyers but strong repre 
sentatives of Government Departments 
and of the industrial and commercial 
enterprises of the country. The first 
Clause of the Bill carries out almost ex- 
actly the recommendations made by that 
very strong Committee, and in the whole 
course of the recommendations made to 
the Board of Trade since the Bill was in- 
troduced, no dissent has been made to 
the proposals of this first Clause. The 
evil with which this Clause isintended 
to deal, everyone admits is a most serious 
one. Of course, at present a patent may 
be refused on the objection of anyone 
who has a locus standi ; but it is necessary 
to go further. The first Clause, there- 
fore, makes provision for an inquiry into 
the specifications for fifty years prior to 
the lodgment of the specification of a 
new patent. The results of that inquiry 
and the materials which the Patent 
Office possesses will be put,at the service 
of the public. In regard to the second 
clause, I think that even the hon. 
Member for Mid-Lanark will be satisfied 
that it is most valuable. The existing 
provisions in reference to patents taken 
out by foreigners, and which are not 
worked here, have been found to be 
absolutely inoperative. A patent is 
supposed to be granted for the encourage- 
ment of manufacturers in this country. 
But undertheexisting lawsalarge number 
of patents are taken out by foreigners 
solely for the purpose of preventing the 
encouragement of manufactures in this 

country. Something has been said as to 
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should be to an administrative body like 
the Board of Trade, or to a judicial body, 
Nobody has anything but admiration for 
the Board of Trade as an Administrative 
Department, but I think that as the 
matters at issue involve consideration of 
the rights of property, and that it is 
desirable that there should also be a 
unanimous current of decisica, so that all 
concerned would know what has been 
decided in regard to points raised, it should 
be a judicial body, and that nothing could 
be better than the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council. That body already 
enjoys jurisdiction in regard to patents 
and the promulgation of patents. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Will the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council take 
evidence as a Court of First Instance ! 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Of course 
there will be evidence taken, and it must 
be in writing, or oral, according to the 
circumstances of the case. hat we 
want is uniformity in the settlement of the 
decisions. I agree with my hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Dumfries 
Burghs that the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council is a better tribunal than 
the High Court. In the High Court 
there are judges of the highest eminence, 
but there are many of them, and it is 
not certain that they would all take the 
same view of the same matter in the 
same way. But by sending these ques- 
tions to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, the lines on which decisions 
are arrived at will be laid down from the 
first, and everyone concerned in patents 
will get to know the result that is to be 
expected in a given case. 


I think 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): 
the House will agree that the observa- 
tions made by the right hon. Gentleman 


the President of the Board of Trade 
in moving the Second Reading will 
make this a more satisfactory bill than 
it was fon its first introduction. But I 
confess to a feeling of disappointment 
that we have not got a little farther 
than the proposals now announced by 
the President of the Board of Trade. 
Anyone who is actively engaged in 
commerce, especially those who are 
acquainted with patent laws, cannot 
help feeling how very much we are 





whether the appeal under this clause 
Sir Robert Reid. 


behind other countries, especially France, 
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Germany, and America, who are our chief 
competitors, in the markets of the world, 
in the matter of patent laws. I had 
hoped that the Board of Trade, after 
many years consideration on this question, 
and the pressure put upon it by the 
commercial community, would have 
taken a little more courage in reforming 
our patent laws. The difficulty of deal- 
ing with foreigners, to whom patents 
had been granted in this country for 
years past, and who never intended to 
work their patents here, is certainly 
great. The proposal to be embodied in 
the Bill will deal with the worst part of 
this matter, but I think the right hon. 
Gentleman need not have been afraid of 
making the clause considerably more 
drastic than it is. If foreigners come 
here andask protection for their patents, | 
why should they not give a quid pro quo | 
in the way of protection for our patents, | 
in their countries? I should have liked | 
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arises, to encourage the President of the 
Board of Trade to look at his Depart- 
ment as being more important than it is 
generally regarded in this House. We 
want the President of the Board of Trade 
to be raised to the dignity of a Secretary 
of State, and that his office should be 
equal in importance to any other office 
under the Crown ; because I am convinced 
that commercial questions will not receive 
proper treatment until we have a Minister 
of Commerce in this House with all the 
authority of a Secretary of State. 


(4.32.) Sm JOSEPH LAWRENCE 
(Monmouth Boroughs) : I was a member of 
a deputation which waited on the President 
of the Board of Trade to impress on the 
right hon. Gentleman the importance of 
compulsory working. An English manu- 
facturer is at present seriously handi- 
capped as compared with a German, a 
French, oreven an American manufacturer. 
If an Englishman takes out a patent in 


to have seen the proposal for the in- | Germany, he has to comply with all the 
vestigation of specifications go further. | patent regulations in that country ; and 
i think the Bill will be very misleading | jf he exports a patented article, he runs 
to the class of working men inventors. | the risk of forfeiting his patent in Ger- 
If they are assured that investigations | many, and has the certainty of having 
have been made for fifty years, they will | to pay an import duty. On the other 
a German may take out a 
the Bill states that the patent is to be patent in Great Britain, manu- 
regarded as no more certain than t0| facture the article in Germany, and 
begin with. I think that this is an| export it to this country, without run- 
instance of very timid legislation indeed. | ning any risk whatever of losing his 
It would be more to the advantage of a |patent, and he has not to pay any 
patentee if he paid a little more for his | import duty. That is the gravamen 
patent, and then be quite sure that it | of our complaint with regard to the 
was good when he got it. I think that | patent laws. We know that if a 
might be secured by obtaining the best | system of compulsory working were 
skilled advice on the part of the Board | enacted, it would fall hardly in some 


regard that as a guarantee, although | hand, 


of Trade. I know that that entails the 
setting upof a Department of the Board 
which would have not only advisory, but 
judicial powers, and that that might 
not be very satisfactory to the lawyers. | 
It is proposed in the Bill to take the | 
jurisdiction away from the Board of 
Trade on questions as to whether patents 
shall be revoked, and given to a Court | 
of Law; but for my part I would) 
prefer that it should be kept in| 
the hands of the Board of Trade. 
These proposals will, no doubt, receive 
very careful attention from that very 
efficient Committee, the Grand Committee 
on Trade, and I have no donbt they will 
emerge from it improved. I feel, how- 
ever, it is advisable, when the opportunity 








cases, but the present principle has 
operated in this country to the dis- 
advantage of the English manufacturer. 
The Bill, as originally introduced, merely 
provided for a legal interpretation of 
the principle of compulsory _ licence. 
The Chambers of Commerce of this 
country, and leading manufacturers, 
especially men, like myself, who are at 
the head of large industrial under- 
takings, controlling, perhaps, five or 
six patents, feel that compulsory licences 
would not be sufficient. We desire the 
enactment, if possible, of the Belgian 
patent law, which requires compulsory 
working after three years. We know 
that in the case of France and Ger- 
many the principle of compulsory 
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a cota roy wt somewhat the | Second} Reading ‘of the Bill and 
; ere is the well-known case) 2,4 it. : 

of whe idineened train maker who had | ms iiss <: Smraree. iat: the eng 
& patent: in France. At the end of | of three or;five years, we find we are not. 
three years he was notified by the | one the full} measure of relief for 
French Government that his patent | which we are asking,‘ we can then come 
was likely to be confiscated. He ap-| to Parliament with a further demand for 
pealed, and in his appeal he said he had | the reform of our, patent laws. 


ff i i | : 
prseecetbe nba: wapecgers Pee vecig. Saweseg With regard to Clause 1, our complaint 


armoured trains to the French Govern- _ F 
ment. They were the only customer who | is, not that it goes too far, but that it 
could use his patent. The French War | does not go far enough. That part of the 


Office had the matter under considera- | 


tion for eighteen months, and at the end of 
that time they declined the patent. Con- 
sequently, there was no other customer 
in France whocould use his patent, and, 
notwithstanding that, the Government 
confiscated it. That was acase in which 
we considered that the law was harshly 
and unfairly put into operation against 
the inventor under the compulsory 
working principle. The clause as 
amended by the President of the Board 
of Trade, while stopping short of the 
actual acceptance of the principle of 
compulsory working, still gives us some 


measure of freedom. It all depends, 
however, as to how the phrase “ reason- 
able requirements” is interpreted. The 
qualifications that the President of the 
Board of Trade proposes to introduce in 
Clause 2 will give us, in our judgment, 
some measure of relief. Our habit of 
piecemeal and makeshift methods of 
legislation must, however, continue. We 
feel that the measure, as amended, will 
not turn out to be an ideal measure ; 
but still, if the Second Reatling is passed, 
and if the material Amendments which 
the President of the Board of Trade and 
the Chambers of Commerce have 
agreed in are adopted, plus some minor 


| administration of our patent laws has been 
|nothing short of a scandal. Patents: 
_ have been granted for a number of 
worthless things, bogus patents have 
_been taken out by the score; and those 
engaged in large industrial undertakings. 
‘know, to their cost, how harassed they 
_have been by the presentation to them 
| from time to time of such patents, which 
‘have for their object blackmail. The 
modified form of examination proposed 
under Clause 1 will lead, in our judgment, 
‘to the elimination of a large number of 
| worthless and bogus patents. We would 
have desired that the Bill had gone 
‘farther, and so have brought our patent 
laws up to the level of those of Germany 
and America, where the examination 
extends not merely to the question of 
anticipation, but also to the questions of 
novelty and of merit ; but, on the principle 
' that half a loaf is better than no bread, 
_we are thankful to the President of the 
Board of Trade, and to the Committee 


which considered this question, for having 


‘conceded even this small measure of 
reform and improvement. With regard 
to Clause 2 we will have occasion — 


Amendments, we feel that the measure | those of us who take an active interest 
is capable of being made into a very in this question—to bring before the 
useful instalment of reform inthe patent Committee some minor improvements 
laws. For that reason, I myself, and the | having for their object the liberalising of 
Chambers of Commerce— who, on one|the words “reasonable requirements,” 
occasion, did me the honour of asking because on the phrase depends a great 
me to be their spokesman at a_ deal as to how the Clause will be inter- 
deputation—hope the House will pass | preted. With all the imperfections we 
Sir Joseph Lawrence. , 
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see in the amended Clause at present, we 
still gratefully accept it ; and I desire to 
associate myself with the hon. Baronet in 
the hope he has expressed that this Bill, 
with the Amendments foreshadowed by 
the President of the Board of Trade, may 
be passed unanimously today. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W. R., Keigh- 
ley): Onbehalf of alargenumberof working 
men inventors, I desire to thank the 
President of the Board of Trade for the 
Bill he has brought in, and to acknow- 
ledge that some good will be done by it. 
Although not an inventor myself, I have 
lost a great deal of money in connection 
with inventions. I am frequently con- 
sulted with regard to them ; and at the 
present moment I have in my pocket two 


or three inquiries from men who desire | 


to know how they should proceed in 
order to patent inventions. A system 
was adopted some years ago of sending to 
a number of public institutions through- 
out the country copies of patents which 
had been taken out, in order to enable 
-persons desirous of obtaining informa- 
tion on the subject to look over 
them, and to find out facts which might 
be of service to them in bringing out 
further inventions. I do not know to 
what extent the system was availed of ; 
but I do know that in many instances it 
was very inconveniently carried out. In 
some cases, accommodation was provided 
for the books in free libraries and other 
institutions, but in many cases the 
arrangement was so bad that it was 
exceedingly difficult for men—especially 
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now have to seek a large amount of 
information for themselves, in enabling 
them to carry out their patents. The 
difficulty in the patent laws at present 
is that they are exceedingly complex. 
There are, of course, patent agents, who 
are specialists in their way; but in- 
ventors hesitate very much before con- 





sulting them. As regards the second 
| Clause, a very gross case has arisen, 
‘which no doubt has given rise to the 
alteration in the law now proposed by 
the President of the Board of Trade* 
Many years ago an Englishman invented 
aniline dyes; but in course of time 
the Germans followed out the same 
idea, and the consequence has been 
that at the present moment materials 
for making these dyes are exported from 
our gasworks, and the dyes are imported 
| at an enormous cost. I agree with my 
| hon. friend the Member for Halifax that 
/more might have been done; but we 
will be thankful to take what we wil 
get under this Bill. 





*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): While I 
agree that this is neither a great nora 
| courageous measure, I do think that it is 
| desirable that it should be passed. The 
| President of the Board of Trade has 
lost no time in his endeavours to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Committee he appointed. The objec- 
tion of my hon. friend the Member for 
Mid Lanark that the Bill will throw a 
serious amount of work and responsi- 
bility on the officials of the Patent Office, 
| is no objection whatever. Our officials 











working men, to whom we are often in- | never hesitate to do work that they are 
debted for inventions —to obtain the | called upon to do in the interests of the 
information they desired. Therefore, I | country; and, as a rule, the members 
I think that Clause 1 will be very advan- | of the Civil Service do their work ex- 
tageous to working men inventors, who ceedingly well. It does not come within 
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the purview of this Bill, but I should 
ihave been glad if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had gone further in respect to 
patent fees. I do not agree with my 
hon. friend the Member for Halifax 
that higher fees should be paid. 
My complaint is that our inventors 
are too highly taxed already. For 
@ number of years past a surplus 
of £100,000 has been shown, in 
addition to which, those splendid Patent 
Office buildings, the erection of which 
‘was so commendable, have been built 
out of the fees. I think our inventors 
should have as much as possible for the 
fees they pay. I should be very glad to 
take this opportunity of bringing under 
the notice of the right hon. Gentleman 
the desirability, now that we have so 
much talk of Empire and Imperial 
regulations, of providing that patents 
taken out in this country or in any of 
our Colonies, should run through the 
Empire and should be _ recognised 
throughout the whole of the Empire. 
The preliminary examination provided 
in the Bill, although it will not amount 
to an absolute guarantee of validity, 
will be of great value to many poor 
inventors who send in specifications 
thinking they have hit on something 
original, which in fact had been 
frequently anticipated. By this examina. 
tion they will be informed that they are 
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Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 
I congratulate the President of the Board 
of Trade on this Bill; but I hope when 
Clause 2 is considered some means 
will be found of strengthening sub- 
section 1. Under that sub-section it is 
thrown on any person to prove a negative. 
That is a very difficult task. He has not 
only to prove a negative in regard to 
himself, but a negative in regard to the 
public also. The greater the industry, 
the greater the requirements; and he 
has to show that the reasonable require- 
ments of the public have not been satisfied. 
I, therefore, hope that when the Clause is 
considered we may be able to make it 
incumbent on the foreign owner of a 
patent to show that the reasonable 
requirements of the public are being 
satisfied. This is a matter in which 
deep interest is taken in Manchester, 
and I hope we shall be able to persuade 
the Government to strengthen the Clause 
in the direction I have indicated. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : 
I desire to say a few words on this Bill, 
having regard to the interest taken in 
it in the district I represent, and also 
because I have had some legal experience 
in these matters. Of course the difficulty 
in all patent law is to reconcile on the one 
side the true rights of inventors, and on 
the other side not to interfere with 


under a delusion, that what they thought | general industrial interests. The second 
was original has been in existence for a| Section deals with those difficult points 


considerable time, and that it is no use | in a most satisfactory manner. I am 


wasting money in pursuing it. On the | not now referring to any verbal altera- 


wile chi shin Di wil ara om Dot Tam ing with the ston 
advance on isting legislation ; 
SAAN NE 5 08 | policy. At the present moment, after 


I hope that the President of the Board of | an inventor has shown enormous skill 


te ee encouraged by the manner | and ingenuity as regards a new inven- 
in which it has been received to still | tion, the whole benefit of it, so far as he 


further improve it. is concerned, may be ‘upset by the fact 


Sir John Leng. 
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that that invention, or some portion of 
it, appears to be disclosed in some prior 
specification. The present Bill, however, 
provides for a considerable prima facie 
investigation in order to protect the 
inventor against that risk. I think an 
inventor ought to be protected, as far as 
possible, against a risk of that kind, and 
ought not to be defeated owing to a 
technical objection like that. Under 
the Bill, if such a difficulty is disclosed, 
the inventor is given an opportunity of 
altering his specification. I, therefore, 
welcome that provision. I do not 





believe for one moment that it will 
throw any undue burden on the officials 
of the Patent Office; but even if it did 
that is no reason for not amending the 
law. On the other hand, it will protect 
the bona fide inventor from great risk, to 
which he should not be subjected. As 
regards section 2, it is unduly harsh that 
a great industry should be prevented 
from developing, because of some paper 
patent with a mere paper validity, under 
which no work is carried on, but which 
is able to prevent others undertaking 
similar work. The idea is to encourage 
inventors, and not to allow anyone who, 
for a small sum may take out a speci- 
cation at the Patent Office, to put a block 
on other people in carrying on what may 
be a most beneficial industry. I quite 
agree with the hon. Member opposite, for 
that should apply not only to patents 
taken out in this country, but to foreign 
patents also. Nothing could be worse for 
this country than that foreign patents 
should be protected in this country, while 
the industry is carried on abroad. That 
is the worst form of Protection; and 
appears exceedingly hard as regards 
various industries in this country. The 
case of aniline dyes has been mentioned 


more than once. I do not desire to say 
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a word against the great firm which carries 
on that industry ; but I maintain that there 
ought to be a chance of fair competition 
in this country; and that the industry 
ought not to be protected by a paper 
validity. It appears to me, therefore, that 
the second section of the Bill is a 
most useful and valuable section. It has 
been suggested that the foreign idea of 
compulsory working should be adopted. 
That is one way of dealing with the pro- 
blem; and I thought for a long time 
that it would be a satisfactory way ; 
but there are various objections to it 
and I think the solution proposed in the 
Bill is the best possible one in the cir- 
cumstances. We have a provision by 
which if a patent is not being properly 
worked, and if the reasonable require- 
ments of the public are not being served, 
a compulsory licence may be granted by 
a properly constituted court. The new 
sub-section which provides that a licence 
may be granted if an existiug industry is 
injuriously affected, or the establishment 
of a new industry is prevented, or if the 
demand for the patented article is not 
properly met, is a most important pro- 
vision. I hope that in future the 
patent law of this country will serve its 
proper purpose of encouraging inventors 
and will not be used for the improper 
purposeof preventing new industries being 
established in this country, and of pro- 


tecting foreigners, who supply this 
country from abroad with articles, 
merely because they have paper patents 


standing in their names. 


(5.0.) Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head): In my opinion the drawback to 
inventions in this country has been our 


system of patent law. There is no 
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encouragement given under that system 
to inventors. When I was in the 
hahit of taking out patents I had to pay 
very heavily for them, and they only 
had a short time to run. I had to 
contend also with those who claimed 
priority of invention, and my inventions 
were liable to be declared invalid. When 
I look at the American system of 
patent law, I am face to face with 
the fact that all workmen, however 
humble, can lay their patents or their 
models, as they sometimes do, before the 
patent officer, and they are not patented 
unless that officer decides that they are 
valid inventions. In this country they 
take your money and will not tell you 
whether it is a new invention or not, 
and the consequence is that many of our 
inventors are stultified in all their opera- 
tions. The principle on which the patent 
law should be based should be the 
lowest figure possible to be charged 
to the inventor, and the _ longest 
time possible given to him. Then 
there should be what I might call a 
Patent Search Committee, who should 
consider all the inventions laid before 
them before they took the inventor’s 
money. The present system gives no 
encouragement to inventive working men ; 
the best labour-saving machinery has 
been invented by working men, but they 
have never derived any benefit from it. 
Those who have profited have been those 
who have taken the invention up. To my 
mind this Bill is not a good Bill ; it is too 
wordy and not practical ; there should be 
a simple statement of the charge and the 
time, and the inventor should be left free 
to settle his other business arrangements. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. 
Sir William Allan. 


{COMMONS} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, &c.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
expressed the opinion that the Standing 
Committee on Law was much more fitted 
to deal with the intricate questions raised 
by such a Bill as this. He therefore 
moved that the word “ Law” should be 
substituted for “ Trade.” He begged to. 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out the word ‘ Trade’ and insert 
the word ‘ Law.’ ” (Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘Trade’ stand part of the Question.” 


Str JOSEPH LAWRENCE hoped the 
Amendment would not be carried, but 
that the Bill would be dealt with by the 
Trade Committee, upon which commercial 
opinion found more expression. The 
feeling of the manufacturers of this 
country was that the Committee to 
which this Bill was carried should not 
have too many lawyers, and too few com- 
mercial men. Therefore he hoped it 
would go to the Standing Committee on 
Trade. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) thought 
legal training should shape the Bill, and 
after experience of proceedings on the 
Meat Marking Bill he had little reliance 
on the commercial spirit of the Trade 
Committee. 


COURTENAY WARNER 
Lichfield) thought dis- 


Mr. 
(Staffordshire, 
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tinctly the Bill was work for the Law 
Committee, for the reason that to any- 
body who had not had a legal training 
the Bill was almost un-understandable. 


Sir ROBERT REID thought the point 
was not worth contesting, though he 
Government 
Members competent to deal with all the 
points of the Bill would be found on 
either Committee, or could be added. 


favoured the 
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Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
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Foster, Philip S(Warwick,S. W 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gladstone,Rt. Hn. HerbertJno. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,Ho.J.E(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-('I’rH’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J. (Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 267.) 
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Mr. GALLOWAY said he should have 
supposed the Bill of sufficient import- 
ance to be dealt with by a Committee of 
the Whole House, but as between the two 
Standing Committees the Trade Com- 
mittee was best suited for the discussion. 


(5.13.) Question put. 


198 ; 
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Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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i Mn John Cumming 
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M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool!) 
M‘Govern, T. 
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M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred’k G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, KtHn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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Reid, Sir R. Threshie(Dumfries 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Louis Romford 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlew, John Emmott 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbe!l, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Donelan, Tea A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Griffiths, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill committed to the Standing Com- 


mittee on Trade, etc. 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jno. M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G. (Oxf. Univ. 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC. E. H. (Sheff. 
Weir, James Gallowa 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 

zeoened — J. 

urphy, John 

Nannerti, Joseph P. 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

O’Brien, Kendal ("ip vary,Mid 
i 





O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Clause 1. 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestereh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyncham, Rt. Hn. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Shee, James John 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Eg Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS— 
Mr. Dalziel and Mr. 
O’Mara. 


Amendments made. 
And, it being half-past Five of the 


FOOD AND DRUGS ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee a 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


ICE-CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


clock, the. Deputy Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


upon Monday next. 
LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (No, 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes. 
before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


_—_— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 
URBAN DISTRICT ! COUNCIL 
BILL [n.1.], 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [H.1.]}. 


Amendments 


BUXTON 


Commons considered, 


and agreed to. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
on the 19th of June and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [1.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 


=> 
2 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 


L\NCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL, 


LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BIULL, 


* METROPOLITAN DISTRICT KAILWAY 
LL. 
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Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Viscount Falkland be 
proposed to the House as a Member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills, 
In the place of the Lord Monckton 
(Viscount ‘Galway) ; ; read and agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.1.]. 
Moved, That Standing Order No. 141 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
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re-committed to the same Select Com- 
mittee with a view to the re-insertion of 
the Woolwich Order (the Chairman of 
Committees) ; agreed to; and ordered 
accordingly. 

LONDON Wal PROVISIONAL 

ORDER BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 

passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2.) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), with the 

Amendments, and passed, and returned 

to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7.) BILL [u.1.]. 











Read 3* (according to order), 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 2.) BILL [u.t.}. 


Amendment reported (according to 


| order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


ABERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u.L.]. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4.) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 139.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BREHON LAW COMMISSIONERS. 
Report of the Commissioners for the 
publication of the ancient laws and 
institutes of Ireland, dated 18th June, 
1902; Presented [by Command], and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ;, read 1, ; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Monday next—(The Lord Betper.) (No. 
138.) 

2K 
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CALENDAR OF ENROLLED TRUST | 


DEEDS. | 
Lord COLCHESTER: My Lords, I) 
beg to ask the Lord Chancellor whether | 
His Majesty’s Government have any) 
objection to continue up to the present. 
date the publication of the Calendar of 
Enrolled Trust Deeds as contained in the. 
Report of the Deputy-Keeper of the 
Records in 1871. This is a complete) 
record down to the vear 1865 of public’ 
endowments of all kinds, including those! 
known as charitable in the more popular} 
sense of the word, and also charitable 
endowments in the larger sense. The 
record for which I ask would be interest- 
ing, not only historically, but in other 
practical ways. In connection with the 
subject of education, it would show the 
endowments available both for primary 
and secondary education, and the restric- 
tions, if any, to which they are subject. 
There is, however, no public record since 
the date mentioned. I do not know 
whether there would be any objection to 
publishing the further record for which 
I ask, except on the ground of expense 


> 


but, if the number of trust deeds is very 
large, then I think their publication 


would be worth the expense, and if their 
number is small, the expense is not worth 
considering. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): In reply to the noble 
Lord’s Question, I may say that I have 
received a letter from the Deputy Keeper 
of the Records, stating that « communi- 
cation has been made to the Treasury on 
the subject, and I have no doubt that 
that communication will be met in a 
spirit which will enable the thing to be 
done. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Viscount CROSS: My Lords, this 
Bill, to which I hope your Lordships will 
give a Second Reading, has the support 
of all the friendly societies throughout 
the country, and it is a measure in 
which thousands of workmen are deeply 
interested. The subject first arose on 
account of the London Docks Company 
adopting a resolution that no one should 
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be allowed to join their permanent staff 
unless he belonged to some friendly 
society—a resolution with which I have 
not the smallest fault to find. But they 
went further than that, and had a list 
of friendly societies published which 
they thought were of such a character 
that their men might safely invest their 
money in them. So the matter went on 
for some years, but, unfortunately, one 
of the great societies fell into financial 
difficulties for a time, and then it oe. 
curred to the Dock Company that it 
_would be better to have a friendly 
society of their own, and they started a 
shop club on the best terms and offered 
large benefits to the men who took ad- 
/ vantage of it. They then made a rule 
‘that everybody on their permanent staff 
_ must of necessity belong to this particular 
shop club which they had themselves 
/set up. A good deal might be said 
against that, but if the matter had 
|Temained there I do not think any- 
thing would have been said. But the 
Company went the length of saying 
that their permanent staff should not 
_belong to any other friendly society,. 
_and that if an employee had, before 
coming into the _ service of the 
Dock Company, belonged to a friendly 
society, he must give it up and sacrifice 
the provision which he had himself made 
for old age and sickness. With all due 
deference to the noble Earl who has 
iven notice to move the rejection of 
this Bill, I think that constitutes an 
/undoubted interference with the liberty 
of the subject. I believe the most recent 
instance occurred in the year 1901. A 
lad applied to be allowed to enter the 
/employment of the Dock Company, and 
| he was requested to send in his birth 
| certificate, his labour certificate, and 
‘letters of character. This he did, and 
then he received this answer— 


‘* As requested, I return herewith your birth 
certificate, your labour certificate from school, 
and the letters of character. As explained to 
you on June the 19th last a condition of em- 
ployment as a boy messenger in this service is 
membership of the Dock Friendly Society, one 
of the rules of the Society being that members 
shal) not belong to any other benefit society. 
As you are not willing to give up the Rechabites 
Friendly Society, your appointmeut will not be 
proceeded with.” 


I contend that that is an infringement 
of the libertyof a man to choose his own 
friendly society, which is altogether 
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against public policy. Representations 
were made to the Home Office on the 
subject, and the Secretary of State 
appointed a small Departmental Com- 
mittee, which, | think, was extremely 
well chosen. The Chairman of the 
Committee was the Parliamentary Under- 
Secretary for the Home Department, 
Mr. Jesse Collings, than whom there wes 
no one more capable of dealing with this 
question. The other members were Mr. 
Cozens- Hardy, one of the most able 
lawyers we have, and who has since | 
been raised to the Bench, and Mr. E. W. 
Brabrook, the Chief Registrar of Friendly 
Societies. I do not think you could find 
three men better qualified to inquire 
into this particular matter than those 
three gentlemen. The reference to that 
Committee was to consider the complaint 
made by certain friendly societies that 
men were compelled by employers, as a 
condition of service, to join shop clubs | 
and—here is the sting of the whole) 
thing—to discontinue their membership | 
of other benefit societies; to ascertain | 
if,and to what extent, the practices com- | 
plained of existed, and whether any | 
interference on the part of the Legis- | 
lature was called for. The Committee | 
called three gentlemen representing the | 
friendly societies. They also examined the | 
officials of the Dock Company, and had | 
papers and documents on the question | 
before them. Having very carefully sifted | 
all the evidence, and thoroughly considered 
the matter, they answered in the affirm- | 
ative the question whether the practices 
complained of, that men were compelled 
by employers, as a condition of employ- | 
ment, to join shop clubs and to discon- | 
tinue their membership of other friendly 
societies, existed. That state of things | 
is clearly an infringement of the liberty | 
of the subject which ought not to be 
allowed. The next question put to the 
Committee was, whether the practice 
existed to any great extent, and the 
Committee stated that the three witnesses 
furnished a list of twenty-two compulsory 
clubs. The Committee did not go further 
into that matter. 

Then came the third question, and it | 
is one to which I would ask your 
Lordships’ careful attention, namely, 





| which would make 





whether any interference on the part of 
the Legislature was called for. hat is a | 


question, the Committee say, which | 
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presents some difficulties, and divides 
itself into two branches—(a) Should the 
Legislature prohibit an employer making 
it a condition of employment that a man 
should join a shop club? and (+) Should 
the Legislature prohibit an employer 
making it a condition of employment 
that a man should cease to be a member, 
or should not become a member, of any 
outside benefit society. As to that they 
say— 

*<Tt remains to be considered what, then, 
are the requirements which a shop club ought 
to fulfil before the employer is to be allowed 


to make membership of it a condition of em- 
ployment.” 


The requirements the Committee sug- 
gest are, that the shop club should be 
registered under the Friendly Societies 
Act; that it should be of a permanent 
character; that it afford to the work- 
men benefits of a substantial kind, at 
the cost of the employer, in addition to 
those provided by the contributions of 
the workmen; and, lastly, that the 
conditions of insurance, taken as a whole, 
should be satisfactory, and calculated to 
be beneficial to the workmen. On the 
second branch of the problem, namely, 
whether the Legislature should prohibit 
an employer making it a condition of 
employment to cease to be a member, or 
not to become a member, of any outside 
benefit society, the Committee found that 
it was not unusual with friendly societies 
to protect themselves against the danger 
of malingering by enacting in their 


| rules that their members should not 


belong to any other, or to more than a 
given number, of other friendly societies. 
Where, however, the withdrawal from 


_ another friendly society was sought to 


be made by the employer a condition of 
employment, the Committee considered 
that the case was different, and that such 
a condition should be made illegal. The 
Committee stated that they saw no 
objection to a rule of a shop club 
declaring that a member who received 
benefit from other societies should not 
receive from the shop club any allowance 
his total income 
during sickness exceed the amount of 
his usual earnings when in_ health. 
That is quite right, for the danger you 
have to guard against is malingering. 
The conclusion at which the Committee 
arrived was this, that the Legislature 
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might properly interfere by providing 
that it should not be lawful for any 
employer to make it a condition of 
employment that any workman should 
join a shop club; but that this provision 
should not apply where the shop club 
(a) was fa society registered under the 
Friendly Societies Act, and was certified 
by the Registrar of Friendly Societies to 
be one to which that provision should 
not apply; or (d) was established in 
conformity with a private or local Act 
of Parliament. The Committee also 
recommended that it should be rendered 
unlawful for any employer to make it a 
condition of employment that any work- 
man should discontinue his membership 
of any friendly societies to which he 
belonged, or should not become a mem- 
ber of any other friendly society. Let 
me take the case of a man who has 
been subscribing to a friendly society 
for a great number of years. He 
particularly wants to go into the 
pet Scovme of one of these companies, 
and if he does so, and joins the shop 
club, of course he takes that course 
subject to his being dismissed, to his 


finding better employment elsewhere, 
or to his leaving on account of dis- 
satisfaction with something or other. 


Jus. see what the consequence would 
be. He has been compelled to give 
up a particular friendly society of 
which he was a memper, to join the 


shop club, and when he leaves the 


service of the company he may be too | 


old to rejoin his friendly society with 
advantage, and the result would be that 
he would forfeit all the advantages which 
he had looked forward to in old age, and 
also the subscriptions he had paid. I 
maintain that this is a very great inter- 
ference with the liberty of the subject. 
We are all anxious to. encourage work- 
men to make some provision for their 
old age, and the friendly societies hold 
out great advantages in this direction, 
which are largely made use of. To say 
to a man that he must run the risk, 
simply hecause he wants to join a 
eertain employment, of forfeiting all 
that he has laid by in the friendly 
society he has himself chosen is against 
public policy, and it is what this well- 
chosen Committee stated ought to be 
prohibited by the Legislature. Among 
the witnesses who were called to give 


Viscount Cross. 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 888 


evidence before the Committee was the 
Hon. Sydney Holland, who is Chairman 
of the East and West India Dock 
Company, and Deputy-Chairman of the 
London and India Docks Joint Com- 
mittee, and he made very large ad- 
missions in the course of his evidence. 
He stated that, in the abstract, it was 
bad to compel a man to do anything, 
and he admitted that the Legislature 
ought to interfere to prevent compul- 
sion where it was a condition that on 
leaving the employment all benefit 
ceased. Asked by Mr. _ Brabrook 
whether he would object to legislation 
directed against an employer making 
it a condition of employment to join 
a society in which the benefits ceased 
on the termination of the employment, 


Mr. Holland replied— 


“No, I think such a condition monstrous. 
You have no right, under the pretence of en- 
couraging thrift, to bind the man to your 
employment.” 


He said it would be distinctly right to 
enact that there should not be any shop 
club which could not come up toa 
certain standard. That is the Bill and 
nothing else. The Bill provides in the 
first clause that it shall be an offence 
if an employer shall make it a condition 
of employment that any workman shall 
discontinue his membership of any 
friendly society other than the shop club 
or thrift fund. This, I think, is a very 
desirable provision. Then it is proposed 
by the Bill that it shall be an offence, if, 
as a condition of employment, the 
employer requires a workman to join a 
shop club or thrift fund, unless such club 
or fund is registered under the Friendly 
Societies Act. The Bill also provides 
that no shop club or thrift fund will be 
certified unless the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies is satisfied as to certain details 
which are set out in the Bill. I propose 
that the Bill, if passed, should come into 
operation at the beginning of 1903. 

I understand that my noble friend the 
Earl of Wemyss is opposed to the Bill, 
partly on the ground that the Legis- 
lature has no right to interfere in such 
matters between employer and employed, 
but the Legislature has been called on 
before—as for instance the Truck Act— 
to interfere. The Truck Act is an 
interference with contracts between 
master and man, but it has been found 
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of the greatest benefit. Take again the 
case of the miners. It was found 
absolutely necessary to pass legislation 
prohibiting the ‘payment of wages in 
public houses. My noble friend would 
robably describe that as an interference 
with the liberty of the subject, but 
it was found necessary in order 
to protect the workmen. ake, again, 
the case of the hosiery trade — a 
similar case—where in 1874 the Legis- 
lature stepped in on behalf of the 
employees to prevent contracts being 
made which were manifestly injurious 
to them. Again, in the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act of 1897, it is pro- 
vided that no scheme shall be certified 
which contains an obligation upon the 
workmen to join the scheme as a 
condition of their employment. That 
is the whole case. This Bill steps in 
to protect workmen who cannot protect 
themselves. It may be said, of course, 


that the workman, if he cannot enter 
one employment in consequence of this 
provision, can go elsewhere; but why 
should a man be shut out from proper 
employment because of this unjust con- 


dition? I hope your Lordships will 
give a Second Reading to the Bill, which 
is by no means an interference with the 
liberty of contract. 


Tue Ear, OF WEMYSS: It is. 


Viscount CROSS: Yes, to a certain 
extent ; but it is right that it should be. 
This is one of those particular cases 
in which the Legislature ought to inter- 
fere, and I commend the Bill to your 
Lordships’ favourable consideration. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*. 
—(Viscount Cross.) 


*THE Eart oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
it is with extreme reluctance that I 
oppose this Bill, no matter how illegiti- 
mate I consider this kind of legislation 
to be. I knew my noble friend in the 
House of Commons before he became 
a distinguished official, and a l.ttle 
incident occurred then which, I think, 
brought my noble friend into prominent 
notice, and probably helped to his 
official career. In those days, Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons had 
always two hats—one hat they left 
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for prayers, to keep their seat, and 
the other they wore. My noble friend 
showed what Brice saa he pos- 
sessed by having only one hat and trying 
to keep his*seat with the help of a dog- 
skin glove. Wishing to know what the 
law was on the matter, I bagged his 
glove one day, and producing it asked 
the Speaker publicly whether this de- 
votional dog-skin, asI called it, was a 
fitting and suitable representative of my 
noble friend. The answer was against 
my noble friend, but this incident showed 
his resourcefulness, and I have no doubt 
that his success in office rests more or 
less on the foundation of this dog-skin 
glove. But be that as it may, what my 
noble friend now asks the House to do 
is to give up its raison détre, for what is 
the duty of Parliament? It is to protect 
freedom of contract. I have always held 
that the first duty of Government is 
that of police, and that its next duty is 
to take care that men are free to make 
their contracts. Whether they make 
them to their own advantage or not, they 
should make them freely and under the 
protection of the State. My noble friend 
comes forward professedly in the interest 
of the liberty of the working man, but 
he would make the working man the 
slave of Parliament. I hold this is 
counter to the whole spirit of the Con- 
stitution, and to the duty of Parliament 
in reference to the question of free con- 
tract. We know how this Bill is 
brought iorward. The trades unions 
are anxious to break up that which is 
a line between employer and employed. 
On the other hand, shortsightedly, in 
my opinion, the friendly and benefit 
societies are anxious that these shop 
clubs should be driven out in order that 
men may come into their societies. I 
have evidence to show that the shop 
clubs increase the disposition of working 
men to join friendly societies. In the 
case of a great clothing establishment 
in Ipswich, where, previous to the forma- 
tion of the shop club, not 5 per cent. of 
the employes were members of a friendly 
society, after the shop club had been 
formed 95 per cent. joined friendly 
societies. I hold in my hand a letter 
from the secretary of one of these shop 
clubs to the effect that they encourage 
thrift by pointing out its benefit, and in 
that way induce men to join friendly 
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societies. In addition they promote very 
pleasant relations between employers and 
employed. I have also a letter which 
was forwarded to the Lord Chancellor, 
and which thé noble and learned Lord 
handed to me, from the Rev. Mr. Abbot, 
Vicar of Paddington, who writes— 

‘*T, for one, am grateful that there was delay 

in passing the Shop Clubs Bill since, as it stands, 
is would have a most disastrous effect on a 
sick club in connection with the Paddington 
Borough Council.” 
After describing the working of these 
shop clubs, to which my noble friend so 
greatly objects, and which he has de- 
nounced —— 


Viscount CROSS : I did not denounce 
shop clubs. On the contrary, I said they 
were of enormous advantage, but that 
rules had been made in connection with 
them which were against public policy 
and against the interests of working 
men. 


*THE EarL oF WEMYSS: My noble 
friend does not denounce shop clubs, but 
only the conditions of service between 
employer and employed. Yet he brings 
in a Bill which, in the opinion of 
all cognisant with the subject, will practi- 
cally destroy institutions which are at 
present doing a considerable amount of 
good. The Vicar of Paddington con- 
tinues— 

**T have seen the advantages of this club, 
and the gratitude of the menat itsestablishment, 
and it would be melancholy indeed to see it 
killed by the Shop Clubs Bill.” 

These are the opinions of practical men 
on the subject, and I set them against 
the opinions expressed by the Committee 
to which the noble Viscount referred 
and which recommended legislative 
interference between man and man. [| 
have here a Resolution, passed today 
by the Employers’ Parliamentary 
Council, on the Motion of Sir George 
Livesey, seconded by Mr. William 
Shepherd, a master builder, expressing 
the opinion that the Bill would tend to 
discourage thrift, to do away with a 
source of friendly relations between 
employers and employed, and to affect 
seriously the question of freedom of 
contract in trade relations in general. 
I heartily endorse the opinion of the 
Employers’ Parliamentary Council, and 
{ resist the principle laid down by my 
noble friend that it is the duty of 
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Parliament to make terms of contract 
for working men. I contend that the 
duty of Parliament is not to forbid con- 
tracts but to protect them, unless they 
are of an immoral or dishonest character, 
My noble friend cannot say that these 
contracts are dishonest or immoral, but 
he wants Parliament to step in and do 
for working men what they are free to 
do for themselves, and if they do not do 
it it is their own fault. You have no 
right to ask the State to make up for 
the faults of men in their dealings with 
their fellow-men, providing, as I have 
said, that those dealings are not immora| 
or dishonest. I urge your Lordships to 
beware how you embark on the policy 
contained in this Bill. We all know 
what has been the result of the interfer- 
ence with land in 1870. That interfer- 
ence has gone on progressively. Liberals 
and Conservatives are racing each other 
in dealing with these subjects. You have 
had in this Parliament Mr. Gerald 
Balfour’s Land Bill, and there is now 
a Bill before Parliament introduced by 
the present Secretary for Ireland. I am 
happy to say, from all I hear, that 
that Bill is likely to expire, that it 
was born practically dead, and that 
no political midwives, certified or un- 
certified, can bring it to life. I hope 
that that report is true. I think we 
can rest assured that our experience 
of exceptional legislation in the case 
of land will be repeated in the matter 
of trade if Parliament is guided by my 
noble friend. Trade is, as yet, com- 
paratively free, but if once the thin 
end of the wedge is introduced the 
matter will not long rest where it 
stands at present. Why are railway 
companies, which have these funds, 
exempted from the. Bill? Simply 
because they are too powerful. 


Viscount CROSS: They are under 
Acts of Parliament. 


*THe Eart or WEMYSS: You have 
not touched them because they are 
too powerful. If this Bill is passed it 
will strengthen my noble friend’s 
position, and he will then move to 
include railways. One of the advantages 
in the case of many shops in London 
is that the employees, male and female, 
dwell on the premises. That is 4 











393 Shop Clubs {7 Juty 1902} Bill. 894 


condition of the employment. Are you | name onthe back of it. What is the object 
prepared to interfere with that? If | of that Bill? It is a Bill to give trades’ 


not, why not? Then, again, there is | unions, through their officials and mem- 


the coal trade. My noble friend Lord | bers, exclusive privileges to commit 


Londonderry is a colliery owner, and | illegal acts with impunity. Your Lord- 
I would ask him whether the cottages | ships will remember the famous case in 
which, as the result of an appeal to your 


in which the men live who work in| ol ‘ c t 
his collieries are not his property. Is | Lordships’ house, picketing and terroris- 
Parliament prepared to say that the|™g& on the part of trades’ unions over 
colliery owner is not to have this pull over | {fee labourers who were willing to work 
the men employed in his collieries, which were for bidden, and mi have been he 
enables him to turn them out of their | atteriyte made in Parliament, one by the 
: . --| noble Viscount’s friend, Sir Charles Dilke, 
houses in case of a strike? Why not, if | rapt Slacks dunia & per 
you agree to the principle of this Bill ? | a phy «4 ae y . er mA y libe t of 
It is undoubtedly a bad bargain for the | the subject ‘ peer ¢ on aa infinitum 
collier, looking to the possibility of aj pit | think T hie pe a ere as ager pad 
strike, and I have no doubt that if the | ino¢ if you once open the ; ae 20 “tian 
thin end of the wedge is admitted by the | once let the thin ond of my noble friend’s 
passing of this Bill it will be driven | wedge in, by passing the Second Reading 
home, if not by my noble friend, at any | of such a Bill as this, this principle of 
rate by some other person, at a sub- | interference will gain strength, to the 
garg My iod. It is <r — detriment of freedom of contract between 
ing at the names on the back of Bills| man and man. 
that come up to your Lordships from} | wish to make an appeal to your 
another place. I notice that one of the Lordships. Your Lordships’ House is 
names on the back of this Bill is that of |the highest court in the land on 
Sir Charles Dilke, the great municipal | such questions as this. In your inde- 
socialist. If your Lordships look at the | pendent position your Lordships have 
lists of Bills which are periodically | not to consider how your decisions will 
published you will find the name of Sir | affect your seats. You are here to 
Charles Dilke on all measures of this | criticise, and to reject measures which you 
kind. There is the Bill to create Wages | believe to be unsound in principle, re- 
Boards with power to fix the minimum | gardless of the Party from which they 
rate of wages to be paid to workers in| emanate. That is your proud and 
such trades as the Home Secretary | enviable position, and I would urge you 
decides. Does my noble friend approve | to exercise your rights, independently of 
of that? Does he doubt that this sort | Party and personal considerations. This 


of legislation which is now before the |i8 one of the opportunities that your 


House will, if passed, give strength to | Lordships should take to reject a measure 
these further measures? Then there is | iMterfering directly with freedom of con- 


the Shops Bill, under which all shops | *@t, which you are here to uphold and 
are to be closed one day a week at or | maintain. | Under our Constitution, your 
before one o'clock, three days before | Lordships House as practically what the 
seven o’clo-k, one day before nine o'clock, | Supreme Court is in America, and is there 
and on one day haloes ten o'cloek, the | 87%, 4 who has the slightest doubt that 
days to be fixed by the local authority. Fidler: basa Pe 0 vous be poouted 
et \idhes gad” Semis of mesk. axe by the Supreme Court of America, which 
regulated, and all persons are deprived | exists in the main for the maintenance of 
of their liberty to work more than sixty | aoe pat gasps P pe ee 
hours a week. That Bill was brought | bg scope Pose Sse ezep lag hes-ol ng ee 
in by Sir Charles Dilke. Then there ia| peor ng Sve onsale a may gold 
. : ; | task, for he has to drive and keep to- 
the Bill to deprive all perscns of their | ‘ : : P 
liberty fr bias a ie pag Me an one a team, I think, of nineteen. I 
ground for more than eight hours. | i mecetion: She — nee a 
That Bill was brought in by Sir Charles | perienced some little trouble in getting 
Dilke, and that Conservative socialist, Sir along. When spoken to by a le 
Albert Rollit.. Then we have the Trades | seated beside him on the su ject, he 
Union Bill, which has Sir Charles Dilke’s | replied, “ Ah, Sir, you little know what it 
| 
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is to drive three blind ‘uns and a bolter.” 
I have no doubt that my noble friend 
has found in his team of nineteen some- 
thing like three blind ’uns and a bolter, 
but t hope he does all that is possible to 
keep his team on the straight road. If 
any question is worthy of consideration 
by the Government, this one of inter- 
ference with freedom of contract is such 
a measure. What has passed in this 
House leads me to believe that the sub- 
ject was never considered by the Cabinet 
up to the time that the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack called attention to 
it, and got the consideration of the 
measure postponed. The “man in the 
street,” who knows everything, tells me 
that the Bill has since been considered 
by the Cabinet, and that the Government 
have decided to be neutral on the ques- 
tion, and to leave Members to vote as 
they chose. I venture to think this is a 
question above neutrality, and in con- 
nection with which some light and lead- 
ing from the Government are needed, 
and it would have been well if the Govern- 
ment had taken a more prominent part 
and given some guidance on this difficult 
question. As regards myself, feeling as 
I do that the only thing worth living 
for in this world is liberty—liberty to 
live one’s life, provided one does no harm 
to one’s neighbour, in the way which 
seems best to oneself—I rejoice in this 
opportunity of opposing what I regard 
as an unsound attempt at legislation. 
I hope your Lordships will reject this 
Bill, for it is a measure that would 
destroy those shop clubs which tend to 
encourage thrift on the part of the 
working classes, and which also establish 
and maintain the most friendly and 
charitable relations between employers 
and employed in this great commercial 
country. 


Amendment moved, to leave out 
“now,” and add, at the end of the 
Motion, “this day six months.”—(Zhe 
Earl of Wemyss.) 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 


Lords, my noble friend is quite correct 


in saying that the Government take up 
a position of neutrality in respect of this 
Bill. But for myself I desire to support 
the measure, and I have arrived at my 
opinion in its favour as the result of 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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considerable experience. It has been 
for some years past my constant occupa. 
tion to make an attempt, at least, to. 
mitigate in some way the struggles 
which take place between employers and 
employed, and I am keenly alive to the. 
desirability, as far as possible, of diminish- 
ing any friction between those two great 
classes. I am certain that if this Bill is 
rejected by your Lordships friction 
will increase, and there will be 4 
grievance—in my judgment, a true: 
grievance—on the part of the operatives, 
which will constitute a greater difficulty 
than ever in effecting conciliation 
in trade disputes in the future. My 
noble friend on the cross Benches 
must forgive me if I do not make the 
slightest attempt to follow him into the 
irrelevant matters he introduced. | 
venture to think that if he had made 
that speech in the House of Commons the 
word “Question!” would have resounded 
throughout the House. I must say 
that it is scarcely fair of my noble 
friend to select one name out of 
the twelve which are on the back 
of the measure and ignore the name of 
every Conservative Member who has 
backed it in order to prejudice your 
Lordships. That, however, is a question 
which I am sure will not affect your 
Lordships’ minds. My noble friend has 
declared that the Bill is intended to 
injure shop clubs or to bring them to 
an end. But there is no attack what- 
ever in the Bill upon shop clubs. There 
are good employers and there are bad 
employers, and the workmen say, “ Do 
not let us be compelled to leave a solvent. 
club and join a shop club which may be 
insolvent and can confer no_ benefit 
upon us.”” The employers and employed 
appear to have arrived at the same con- 
clusion. The workmen concede their 
point about compulsion on the condition 
that they should have some guarantee 
that the club they were compelled to- 
join was a solvent club. Mr. Sydney 
Holland, whose friendship I greatly 





value, comes within the category of a 
good employer, and I could quote 
from the evidence he gave before the 
Committee approving of every Clause in 
this Bill, particularly of the Clause 
requiring that there should be @ 
certificate that the shop club is solvent 
before workmen are compelled to join it- 
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With regard to the letters which the 
noble Earl on the Cross Benches read, i 
would point out that no good shop club 
can be injured in any way by this Bill. 
Shop clubs can exist, and employers can 
compel workmen to join them so long 
as they are registered. The Bill is really 
an employers’ Bill, and now that 
the workmen have given way on the 
question of compulsion, are your Lord- 
ships to turn round on them and say 
that they shall not have the safeguard of 
a certificate from the registrar? The 
noble Lord quoted a resolution passed 
by the Employers’ Parliamentary Coun- 
cil, but I believe he is the President of 
that body. Therefore in quoting that 
resolution he was quoting himself. When 
the Bill was before the House of Com- 
mons not one employer of labour raised 
his voice against it. Practically all em- 
ployers of labouron both sides of the House 
agreed with the representatives of labour 
that the Bill should pass, and the Second 
and Third Readings were taken without 
a dissentient voice. Therefore I appeal 
to your Lordships to concur in the 
judgment of practical men and agree to 
the Second Reading. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I should 
like to express my respectful sympathy 
with my noble friend who has moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill, and who, 
after many years of  irreproachable 
political life as a member of the Con- 
servative Party, has lived to hear him- 
self described as little better than a re- 
volutionary and a socialist. I do not go 
so far as the noble Lord on the Cross 
Benches in my denunciation of this Bill, 
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them are, in my opinion, of a somewhat 
pedantic nature. My noble friend was. 
eloquent on the question of the liberty 
of the subject. I would like to ask him 
what is the difference between the case 
of a man compelled to join a trade union 
and that of a man compelled to enter 
a benefit society conducted by a firm of 
employers. The two cases are absolutely 
parallel. Repeating the question asked 
by the noble Earl who moved the re- 
jection of this Bill, I wish to know why 
under Clause 5 railway companies are 
exempted. Surely what is good for one: 
| trade is good for another. [If it is 
| necessary in the interests of workpeople 
generally that these clubs should be put 
under control, surely it must be more 
| mecessary in the case of railway com- 
panies, who have greater means of 
exercising pressure on their men than 
private firms. If I am not mistaken, 
the noble Viscount is himself a railway 
director, and I presume that his railway 
company, like others, make it a condition 
of employment that the men should join 
that company’s benefit society. I wonder 
| what attitude will be ado; ted towards 
| my noble friend by his co directors, when 
| they next meet, with regard to his action 
today, for after his speech in moving 
| the Second Reading of this Bill it will be 
/incumbent upon him to move, at some 
later date, that railway companies should 
|be treated in the same way. I feel 
| inclined to come to the assistance of my 
| noble friend, and to myself move, if the 
| Bill is read a second time, that railway 
| companies be included. From the speech 
| to which we have just listened, 1am not 
| quite clear whether the noble Lord the 








but I recognise the extreme artfulness of | Ghancellor of the Duchy spoke on behalf 
its promoters in choosing a gentleman of | of the Government or not. 

the blameless antecedents of my noble | 

friend to take charge of the measure in | Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I said 


our Lordships’ House. He does not, | ae : 
ees appear to have made out a/| most distinctly that I did not. 


strong case for the Bill. The Bill, in| 
fact, es to be promoted chiefly in|. Lorp NEWTON: I am glad to hear 
the interests of friendly societies and|it. In that case I hope we shall be 
trades unions, who are naturally opposed | Vouchsafed an expression of opinion from 
to workmen’s funds going into any | a responsible mem ber of the Government. 
other pockets but their own. If shop | I should like to hear the opinion of the 
clubs were productive of harm, there | noble and learned Earl on the Woolsack, 
would be nothing to say against this | but, above all, we are entitled to know 
Bill, but that is not so. These clubs| the opinion of the Home Office. I 
in most cases promote good feeling| venture to hope that the noble Lord 
between employers and employed, and! who represents that Departmeut will 
some of the objections urged against | immediately enlighten us on the subject. 
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Unless some satisfactory statement is) firms carrying on shop clubs, over 


made, I shall vote with my noble friend 
on the Cross Benches against the Bill. 


LorpD BELPER: My Lords, I have no 
intention to interpose for any length of 
time between the House and the division 
which I understand will take place upon 
this Bill, especially after the clear ex- 
planatory statement which has heen 
given by the noble Viscount who moved 
the Second Reading. I do not rise on 
behalf of the Government, but on behalf 
of the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department. Previous to the appoint- 
ment of the Departmental Committee 
by the then Secretary of State, Viscount 
Ridley, this question had excited very 
general interest, and various representa- 
tions had been made to the Home Office | 
in favour of a measure of this kind. I| 
would point out that the Departmental | 


Report, but when a private Member did | 
sv, the right hon. Gentleman thought 

the Bill should have fair consideration, | 
especially as it was founded on the Report | 
of thisCommittee. I have some difficultyin | 
following the noble Lord who has just sat | 
down in his objections to the measure. | 
The Bill, as I read it, does not propose in | 
any way to interfere with shop clubs, or 


even to prevent an employer compelling | 


| which there is no Parliamentary control. 
I am authorised by the Home Secre:ary 
to state that on .the whole, looking to 
the great agitation there has been with 
regard to this question, to the general 
interest which is felt in it in all parts of 
the country, and to the fact that 
the original form of the Bill has 
| been considerably modified, it would 


therefore hopes your Lordships will give 
it a Second Reading. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
think it is worth while calling the 
attention of the House to the very 
awkward and unusual position in which 
we are placed by the action of the 
Government in respect of this Bill. The 
Bill was supported by the Government 
in the other House, and we now hear 





Committee did not express any extreme | from the Minister who represents the 


views, and their proposals are of a 
moderate character. The Home Secre-| 
tary, though requested to do so, declined | 
to introduce a Bill founded upon their | 


Home Office in this House that his chief 
is in favour of the Bill. It certainly does 
seem that when so important a Minister 
as the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department gives openly and _ publicly 
his support toa Bill, that Bill has 
received the support of the Cabinet of 
which he is a member, and not merely 
of himself as an individual. It also 
seems to me that a support of this Bill is 
really a natural part of the policy of 
the Government with regard to this 
particular question. I have no doubt 
that noble Lords opposite, when they 


be wise to pass the Bill into law. He — 


4 workman to join his shop club, pro- have gone — down to the country to 
viding the club is registered under the Support their Party, have taken great 
Friendly Societies Act and is certified credit to themselves for the Workmen's 
under this Act by the Registrar of | Compensation Act which they passed. 
Friendly Societies. Practically, the Bill | In that Act I finda clause which con- 
only gives security that the shop club | tains the absolute root principle of this 
shall be properly managed, and that | Bill. Sub-section 3 of Section 3 of that 


the rules shall be fair and reasonable. 
So far from being a detriment, that is, 
I think, an advantage to both employers 
and employed. With regard to the 
provisions of the Bill, I think it will be 
at once admitted that they are reason- 
able. The question has been asked why 
railway companies are not included. 
I understand that the reason is that 
railway companies are entirely under 
the control of Parliament, who, if they 
think right, have plenty of opportunities 
-of dealing with them. Their position is 
‘totally different from that of ordinary 


Lord Newton. 


| Act contains these words-- 


| ‘© No scheme shall be so certified ”—(that is, 
| for a shop club for compensation purposes)— 
| * which contains an obligation upon workmen 
| to join the scheme as a condition of their 
| employment.” 

It seems to me that a Government which 
| has made itself responsible in one of its 
most important Acts for a clause of this 
character ought not to find any difficulty 
in making up its mind to support this 
Bill, which is a necessary corollary of the 
section I have quoted. I think the noble 
Earl on the cross Benches adopted a 


peculiar course when he singled out one 
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name which was on the back of the Bill 
and endeavoured to induce your Lord- 
ships to take a hostile view of the measure 
because it was supported by that Gentle- 
man. I would remind the House that 
the Bill had on its back in the House of 
Commons the names of many Conservative 
Members, and that in the course of a 
debate Conservative Member after Con- 
servative Member rose to speak in its 
support, and it passed its Second Reading 
after two hours debate without a division. 
The noble Earl laid great stress on the 
desirability of securing liberty of contract. 
We are all in favour of that. 


THe Eart oF WEMYSS: But yon 


never act on it. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I think it 
will be admitted that a condition of 
liberty of contract is that employer and 
employed should meet on equal terms ; 
but a man who is dependent on the work 
of his hands for a living and who is in 
poor circumstances cannot approach a 
rich employer on equal terms, and there 
is a great inducement for him, for the 
sake of immediate employment, to sacri- 
fice the freedom which should rightly 
be his. I contend that it should be 
left to the man to select the friendly 
society or association in which to 
invest his savings for old age and sick- 
ness; and this Bill only attempts to 
secure this liberty of action. There is 
no attack whatever on shop clubs. The 
desire of the Bill is simply to secure that 
every shop club remaining in existence 
shall be a sound and solvent club, and I 
think a Bill of this nature is worthy of 
your Lordships’ support. 
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Lorp EBURY: My Lords, I shall not 
take up your Lordships’ time more than 
three minutes, and [ will confine my 
remarks toa single point in connection 
with this Bill. What appears to me to 
be a very great danger in connection with 
the Bill has not been referred to in the 
course of this discussion—I refer to the 
minimising of the total funds set apart 
for thrift in this country. I can 
emphasise and illustrate this point by 
showing your Lordships what will happen 
in the case of two provident funds, or 
shop clubs, if that be the more accept- 
able term, with which I am connected as 
@ trustee. In both cases the fund is 
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perfectly solvent. In both cases 70 per 
cent. of the whole amount is provided by 
the employer. In both cases there are 
large accumulations of funds available 
for, amongst other things, pensions in 
old age, andin both cases the employ- 
ment of a permanent staff is compulsory. 
In neither case could there be the 
slightest question of registering those 
funds under the arbitrary conditions 


which this Bill and its schedule 
provides. Ifthe Bill becomes law the 
trustees will circulate an intimation 


that in future membership of this 
club will be optional, and _ that 
subscribers may continue or discontinue 
their contributions as they please. As 
the benefits to be derived are exceeding] 
large compared with the premium ms f 
the chances are that a considerable 
portion of the men will desire to retain 
their position; but, if this Bill passes, 
some of them will not have strength of 
mind sufficient to resist the temptation 
thrown upon them by the legislature to 
relinquish the small act of self denial 
involved in keeping up their subscrip- 
tions. They will not thank the legisla- 
ture when, sooner or later, they are 
overtaken by sickness or calamity, and 
are forced to place themselves in the 
unsympathetic hands of the Poor Law. 
It must be obvious that these two inci- 
dents, which happen to come within 
the scope of my personal experience, 
cannot stand alone, but that there have 
to be added a large number of provident 
funds and shop clubs throughout the 
country. As I cannot contemplate with 
indifference an enormous accession to 
the ranks of pauperism caused by a 
deflection from the ranks of thrift, 
encouraged and promoted by the legis- 
lature, if my noble friend, as I hope he 
will, divides the House on his Motion, 
I shall go into the Lobby with those who 
are opposed to the Second Reading of 
the Bill. 





THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY): My Lords, 
my noble friend on the Cross Benches 
alluded to me in the course of his speech, 
and as an employer of labour, and solely 
in that capacity I desire to place my 
views on this question before the House. 
I confess that to a great extent I sympa- 
thise with some of the views which were 
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put forward by the noble Earl who 
moved the rejection of -this Bill. In 
that part of the country in which I 
live the workmen’s organisations are 
very powerful and are perfectly capable 
of taking vare of themselves. I do not 
wish to say anything in the least dis- 
respectful of those organisations, for | 
consider that the meetings held between 
the representatives of the employers and 
the men have been conducive to the 
welfare of the county and of the 
industry with which I am connected. 
But, as I say, they are very powerful, 
and one of my own collieries was thrown 
idle for three months because I de- 
clined to force twelve foremen to join 
the men’s union contrary to their 
wishes. I have always believed in the 
liberty of the subject, and I would 
rather that a colliery should be idle 
than that men should be forced in that 
way to do something which they do 
not wish to do. So far as the district 
with which I @m connected is concerned, 
this Bill is unnecessary, but I should be 
the last person to oppose any measure 
which was calculated to be of benefit 


to the working classes generally. The 


noble Viscount who has moved this 
Bill has had great experience of the 
wants and requirements of the working 
classes, but I would ask him whether 
this Bill wholly carries out his views. 
I cannot help thinking that the effect 
of one of the Clauses would be to pre- 
vent employers who have contributed 
largely to these funds from contribut- 
ing at all in the future. I have en- 
deavoured to balance both sides from 
the speeches which have been delivered 
today, and | confess that there are 
certain things in the Bill of which I 
do not approve. But on the under- 
standing that the Bill will be amended 
in Committee, I shall have no difficulty, 
as an employer of labour, in supporting 
the Second Reading. 
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*Lorp BARNARD : My Lords, I only 
rise to draw attention to one point, 
namely, the penalties for infringement 
of the provisions of the Bill, which are so. 
severe as almost to create a new criminal 
offence. I do not see in the Committee's 
Report any recommendation stronger 
than that to force employees to become 
members of shop clubs should “not be 
lawful,” and I think that could be effected. 
without creating penalties which would 
practically bring the employer who did 
not comply with the Act within the 
criminal classes. 


Viscount CROSS: With regard to 
Clause 4, to which the noble Lord who 
has just sat down has alluded, the matter 
was brought before the other House after 
the Bill had been through the Standing 
Committee. When the difficulty was 
pointed out, the Secretary of State stated 
that he was not at all satisfied with the 
way in which the Clause was drawn, and 
that he would draw up Amendments to- 
it when the Bill came to your Lordships’ 
House. I think those Amendments will 
meet the views of the noble Lord. In 
reply to what was said by Lord Ebury,. 
Iam perfectly at a loss to understand 
how good shop clubs can be injured by 
this Bill. 


Lorp EBURY: They must be regis- 
tered. 


ViscounT CROSS: That is asafeguard 
which Mr. Sydney Holland himself 
entirely approved of. 


” 


On Question whether “now shall 
stand part of the Motion, resolved in 
the affirmative. 


Then, on Question that the Bill be 
now read 2°, the House divided :—Con- 
tents, 78; Not-Contents, 17. 
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York, L. Abp. 
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Carrington, E. 
Chesterfield, E. 
Lindsey, E. 
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Morley, E. 


Onslow, E. 
Powis, E. 





Camperdown, E. 


Mount Edgeumbe, E. 
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Waldegrave, E. 

Cross, V. [Teller.] 
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Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- | treated, and will accept their new posi- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole | tion as citizens of the Empire which is 
House on Thursday next. _ by King Edward. Atthesametime, 
3 | I am afraid that there are others who wil 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—REPATRIA- | not take the oath of allegiance, or rise 
TION OF BOER PRISONERS. |to any other test, and who hope to 
THe EarL oF CAMPERDOWN: My |return to their country to foment 
Lords, I beg to ask His Majesty’s Govern- | sedition. I am sure we shall all feel 
ment what arrangements have been | great pleasure in hearing any statement 
made for the repatriation of the Boer! which the noble Earl the Under Secre- 
prisoners, and whether it is intended to | tary of State may have to make as 
permit those Boer prisoners who decline |to what arrangements have been made 
to take the oath of allegiance to return | for the repatriation of the Boers. I 
to South Africa. Owing to the termina-| hope also that he will be able to make 
tion of the war, the interest in South | plain to us that those prisoners who 
Africa is wholly concentrated on the | decline to take the oath of allegiance 
question of the re-establishment of order | and fall in under the new government 
and the repatriation of the Boers in that | will not be allowed to return to South 
country. This is in itself a very large | Africa. 
question, and also a very difficult ques- 
tion, and it will require the exercise of | THz UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
much judgment and tact. Ihave experi- FoR THE COLONIES (The Earl of 
enced some difficulty in ascertaining; ONSLOW): A certain number of the 
what the numbers to be dealt with may | prisoners interned at St. Helena and 
be, but I read yesterday an article in| Ceylon are at present on their way 
which it was stated that, in addition to| back to South Africa. Of these, 480, 
about 20,000 men who had surrendered | who left St. Helena on June 26th, have 
to Lord Kitchener in consequence of the already arrived at the Cape, and 400 
terms of peace, and 9,060 more whom | from Ceylon were to have embarked, 
he had captured, there are at the present} on the 5th of this month, in the 
time over 42,000 men in prison and in | ‘‘Templemore.” All these are prisoners 
concentration camps, with whom the| who have taken the oath of allegiance, 
Government will have, of course, to deal. | and are well disposed towards the new 
It is to be hoped, and I think there is | condition of affairs. Arrangements will 
some reason to hope, that most of the | be made by the War Office, who have 
Boers will recognise the gererosity with | control of all the transports, for gradu- 
which they and their families have been ally repatriating the remaining prisoners 
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of war in such numbers as Lord Milner 
is able to say there is room for. The 
numbers sent back must depend upon 
the transports which are available, and 
upon the means for their subsistence 
being secured, as had already been 
laid down in the terms of surrender. 
I may point out to the noble Lord that 
transports are urgently required for 
bringing back the troops from South 
Africa, and that is, perhaps, the first 
duty which rests upon the Government. 
It is not intended to allow any prisoners 
who decline duly to declare their accept- 
ance of the position of subjects of the 
King to return to South Africa. But 
His Majesty’s Government are quite 
ready to accept a formal declaration on 
the part of the prisoners in the terms 
of the declaration which has been made 
by the Boers who surrendered in South 
Africa, where there may be any objection 
to taking a formal oath. 


Lorp BATHURST: I should like to 
ask whether any difference will be made 
between the foreigners who are prisoners 
and the burghers. I would suggest that 
a different course should be taken in 
their case, and I should like to know 
whether the noble Earl has any infor- 
mation to give the House on that point. 


Tae Eart or ONSLOW: Certainly 
there will be a difference. Under the 
terms of peace, the burghers are entitled 
to be repatriated in South Africa, but 
the foreigners are not entitled to return 
there. 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. 


Order of the day read for the House 
to be put into Committee. 


*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour of BurLeicH) : Before the 
House goes into Committee on this Bill, 
I should like to answer the Question 
which was put to me by the noble 
Lord behind me (Lord Lamington) 
on Friday—whether municipal] labour 
bureaux had been established in other 
places, and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board had any information as to 
tht relative advantages of municipal 
labour bureaux and those established 
by private effort. I have made inquiry, 
and am informed by the Local Govern- 


The Earl of Onslow. 


{LORDS} 





(London) Bill. 908 


ment Board that in a few municipalities 
labour bureaux have been established 
under the control of the Town Councils, 
‘hey are not costly, the whole amount 
entered in 1900 in the Liverpool 
accounts, for instance, in respect of 
one of these institutions being only 
£75. The Committee on Distress for 
Want of Employment, which sat in 
1895 and 1896, heard evidence from 
Mr. Tozer in regard to the question of 
voluntary bureaux, this witness having 
established one in Ipswich, which was 
undoubtedly of considerable use in that 
town at a time when there were many 
men unemployed. The Labour Com- 
mission heard evidence from the agent 
of the Board of Trade on this matter in 
1894, and his evidence was to the effect 
that registers promoted by local philan- 
thropic effort, and in some cases by muni- 
cipalities, did good, but that it was not 
possible to expect very great results from 
them. The representative of the Board 
of Trade further stated that from his 
experience bureaux which were carried 
on by municipal authorities did more 
good and were more trusted than those 
established by means of local effort. 


House in Committee (according to 


order). 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


THE ‘Eart or GALLOWAY pointed 
out that under this Clause the cost of 
carrying on labour bureaux was thrown 


upon the general rates He could not 
see why employers should not pay the 
cost the same as they did in registry 
offices. 


Tae Eart oF WEMYSS gave notice 
that he would move, on the Report 
Stage, that Borough Councils should not 
require that persons employed in the 
management of these bureaux or persons, 
seeking employment through them, 
should be members of a trade union. 


Bill reported, without amendment, 
and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six o'clock, t 
Tomorrow, Twelve o'clock. 
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The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICK- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lorps. ] 

Second Reading postponed under 
Order [1st May] till Thursday, at the 
evening sitting, by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. 


BARROW HAXMATITE STEEL COM- 
PANY, LIMITED, BILL [Lorps]}. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL 
_Lors], 

GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL- 

WAY BILL [Lorps], 


GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 
Second Reading postponed under 
Order [1st May] till Thursday, at the 
evening sitting, by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps], 


MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTON TRAM. 
WAYS BILL [Lorps]}. 


Read a second time and committed. 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
[LORDs]. 


Second Reading postponed under 
Order [Ist May] till Thursday at the 
Evening Sitting, by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. 

SADDLEWORTH AND SPRINGHEAD 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time and committed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 


Read the third time and passed, 
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BUCKIE BURGH EXTENSION AND 
BUCKIE (CRAIGENROAN) HARBOUR 


ORDER CONFIRMATION BLLUL 
[Lorps], 
ROTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) 


ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Considered ; to be read the third. time 


| tomorrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [Lorps], 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lorps], 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
[ Lorps]. 


Read a second time and committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 


visional Orders (Gas) Bill. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 


North British Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill, without Amendment, 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) Bill. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) (No. 2) Bill. 


Commercial Gas Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm a_ Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Stonehaven Town Hall.” [Stonehaven 
Town Hall Order Confirmation Dill 
[Lords. } 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9). 

Mr. DE TATTON EGERTON 
reported from the Committee on Group 
9 of Railway Bills ; That, for the con- 
venience of parties, they had adjourned 
till Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven. 
of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 











Returns, 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
‘Tha* they have agreed to— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill, 
“Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 15) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(Gas) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Order 

(Poor Law) Bill, without Amendment. 

‘Great Central Railway Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 

“ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 

made by the Board of Education, under 

the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 

to 1900, to enable the School Board 

for London to put in force the Lands 

Clauses Acts.”’ [Education Board Pro- 

visional Order Confirmation (London) 

Bill] {Lords}. 

EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the first time; referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 

and to be printed. [Bill 263.] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders, 
included in the Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL. 
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ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Water Orders Confirma- 
tion Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Copy 
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Reports, ete. 
PETITIONS. 


BANKRUPTCY LAW AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petition from Walsall, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION sare 7 ed AND WALES) 


Petitions against; from Halifax ; 
Huddersfield ; Kimpton ; Hexton; and, 
Pembroke ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Leith, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Stratford, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT me xm (LIGHTHOUSES) 


Petition from Walsall, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE! REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2839 to 2843 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ANCIENT LAWS AND INSTITUTES OF 
IRELAND (COMMISSION FOR PUBLI- 
CATION) (BREHON LAW). 

Copy presented, of the Report of the 
Commissioners for the publication of the 
Ancient Laws and Institutes of Ireland, 
dated 18th June 1902 (by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 261.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 262.] 
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Woolwich Postmen’s Pay. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD) 
(Woolwich): To ask the Secretary to} 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that the postmen at Woolwich are the 
only public servants in that borough who 
are treated in regard to pay as if they | 
were serving outside of the Metropolitan | 
area, their rate of pay being lower than | 
that ‘paid to the established postmen 
at Blackheath and Greenwich. And 
whether, considering that the cost 
of house rent and of living generally | 
is as high in Woolwich as in other parts 
of the Metropolis, he will take into con- | 
sideration the case of the Woolwich 
postmen, and have them placed on the | 
same footing as regards pay and other | 
conditions as postmen serving in other 
parts of the Metropolitan area. 


(Answer.) Woolwich is not in the. 
Metropolitan postal district, but the 
postmen are paid higher wages than are 


given in some parts of that district, and | 
fully as high wages as at other towns 


where the conditions are similar. | 
Applications from the postmen for an | 
increase have already received considera- | 
tion, but no special circumstances have 
been found to exist entitling them to} 
more favourable treatment.—(Post Office.) | 


Post Office “Superior Duties ”—Case of 
Mr. Stanton, Paddington District Office. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): | 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the Postmaster General has had 
under consideration the case of Mr. 
Stanton, a sorter employed at the| 
Paddington District Office, who claimed | 
the allowance for performing a superior 
duty, granted as a result of the Norfolk- 
Hanbury Conference ; and, seeing that | 
this officer’s annual leave 
deducted from the time he served on a 
superior duty in order to reduce it below 
the length of time necessary to enable 
him to claim the allowance, that the | 
Postmaster General has declared that | 
annual leave does not break the con- | 
tinuity of service upon a superior duty, | 
and that Mr. Stanton has fulfilled the | 
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| conditions laid down by the Norfolk- 
| Hanbury Conference, whether he will 
| see that this officer is paid the amount 


/done on both days. 
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due to him. 
(Answer.) The case was carefully con- 


| sidered by the Postmaster General, and 


he regrets that he is unable to alter his 
decision that Mr. Stanton is not entitled 


|to additional pay for the period. His 
| decision was communicated in the follow- 
| ing terms :— 


‘In the case of an officer employed as sub- 
stitute on superior duties the period during 
which the officer is absent from official duty on 


| annual leave is not reckoned as a break when 
| calculating the period of his performance of a 


superior duty provided he performed the duty 
before and after the absence. He must, how- 
ever, actually perform a superior duty for nine 
months exclusive of such absence before he 
becomes entitled to any allowance.” 

Mr. Stanton’s case did not comply with 
these conditions, and he cannot therefore 
be given any allowance.—(Post Office.) 


Review of Colonial Troops -— Traffic 
Regulations. 


Mr. CUBITT (Surrey, Reigate): To 


'ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department why persons on horseback 


were stopped by the police on Wednes- 
day last, 2nd July, from passing down 
Constitution Hill, and standing behind 
the spectators in the Mall to witness the 
passing of the troops and Royal proces- 
sions from Buckingham Palace to the 


| Horse Guards Parade, when they had 


allowed this on the previous day. And 


will he state why no notice of their in- 


tention was given in the evening papers 


of 1st July or morning papers of 2nd 


July, sothat persons affected might have 


| made other arrangements. 


(Answer). The entire line of route 
was held each day by the military 
authorities, and the police were only 
there to render assistance, and regulate 
the traffic outside the military lines. It 
was understood that they were to stop 
traffic on the line of route, and this was 
Such notice as is 


suggested in the last paragraph is not 


published in the papers.—(Home Offices) 
Albert Medal—Rule as to Recommenda- 


: 


tions. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD :—To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the rule governing the award 
of the Albert Medal, viz. that such 


2L 
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award shall be made only on the recom-| (Answer.) I do not, myself, think it 
mendation of the President of the Board | advisable to publish the Papers in 
of Trade, still holds good ; and whether | question, but I will not refuse if there 
he can do anything to obtain for the|is a general wish on the part of the 
Board of Admiralty the power to recom- | House that they should be published— 
mend directly for the medal, any one | (Jndia Office.) 
serving in the Fleet who may have per- | 
formed an act of gallantry which they | Sara Ghat Ferry. 
think worthy of this decoration. | Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
| State for India if he will state the name 
(Answer.) The rule governing theaward | and address of the authority in India to 
of the Albert Medal is not correctly) whom questions affecting Sara Ghat 
stated by the noble Lord, as he will see | Ferry should be addressed. 
by referring to page 799 of the Quarterly | 
Navy List. By Her late Majesty’s War-| (Answer.) The Sara Ghat Ferry is 
rant of the 12th March 1891, the Lords | worked in connection with the Eastern 
Commissioners of the Admiralty are | Bengal State Railway. The manager of 
placed in precisely the same position as | that railway is stationed at Calcutta, — 
the President of the Board of Trade as | (India Office.) 
regards the initiation of recommenda. | age 
tions for the Albert Medal for saving Darjeeling Court Arrangements. 
life at sea, and in both cases the formal) Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
recommendation is submitted to the | State for India if he will state the name 
Sovereign through the Home Secretary, | and address of the authority in India to 
as Principal Secretary of State. No|whom complaints in regard to Law 
change in this mode of procedure is in | Court arrangements at Darjeeling should 
contemplation.—( Admiralty.) | be addressed. 





Scottish Congested Districts—Improved  (Answer.) I have. no doubt that a 
Communication in Zetland. | communication addressed to the Judicial 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney Secretary to the Government of Bengal. 

and Shetland): To ask the Lord Ad-| on the subject would receive attention. 

vocate if his attention has been directed | —(India Office.) 

to the petition from the County of| 

Zetland and Burgh of Lerwick praying) | Poor Law Medical Officers in the 

for increased facilities of communication ; | Highlands. 


and if the Congested Districts Board | Mr. CATHCART3WASON : To ask 
will come to the assistance of the|the Lord Advocate if his attention has 
| been directed to the fact that in the 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland Poor 
(Answer.) The attention of the Sec-| Law Medical Officers have repeatedly 
retary for Scotland has been called to the| brought under the attention of the 
memorial referred to by the honourable | Government the circumstances of their 
Member, but his Lordship cannot) position as compared with medical 
recommend the Congested Districts | officers holding similar appointments 
Board to commence a policy of giving|in England and Ireland; and if the 
subsidies of such amount as is involved | Government will propose any legislation 
in carrying out the suggestions made in | to improve their position. 
the memorial.—(Scottish Office.) 


petitioners. 


(Answer.) The Secretary for Scotland 

India--Deposition of the Maharajah of | is not at present prepared to legislate in 
Panna. | the direction suggested by the hon. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | Member.—(Scottish Office.) 

ask the Secretary of State for India| 

whether he has yet considered the | Hampton Court Palace—Care of Pictures. 

advisability of laying upon the Table} Mr.* NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 

of the House Papers relative to the| Nuneaton): To ask the First Commis- 

recent deposition of the Maharajah of | sioner of Works whether he will state 

Panna. who is responsible for the arranging 
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and general supervision of the pictures | 
in Hampton Court Palace. And whether | 
the Government will give sufficient | 
pecuniary assistance as will enable those | 
responsible for the pictures in question | 
to place them in the same state of | 
preservation as the pictures in the 
National and other Galleries and Royal 
Palaces. 


(Answer.) The King’s Surveyor of | 
Pictures is primarily responsible for 
the arranging and general supervision 
of the pictures. Such sums as he has 
asked for have been inserted in the 
annual Estimates of my Department. | 
The restoration of these pictures can 
only be carried out gradually, as the | 
work is one for experts, whose hands | 
are full, and it could avail nothing to 
call upon Parliament to Vote annually 
larger amounts than those now pro- | 
vided—( Office of Works.) | 


Education Bill—Equivalent Grants— 


Position of Ireland. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): To| 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can now 
state whether it is the intention of the | 


Government to apply the Irish equivalent | 
of the Educational Grant of £900,000 to | 
educational purposes in Ireland; and, 
if not, to what purposes it is to be 


devoted. 


(Answer.) It was decided by Parlia- 
ment in 1897 that educational ex- 
penditure could not be dealt with by 
way of equivalent grants specifically 
allocated to that purpose, irrespective 
of existing educational needs and 
facilities. But as the proposed changes 
in the English Education Bill will 
involve a considerable additional charge 
on the common exchequer for English 
purposes it will be necessary for His 
Majesty’s Government to consider what 
may be the requirements of Ireland for 
further expenditure either in the matter 
of education or for other objects, and 
to make reasonable proposals to Parlia- 
ment for meeting them. I shall not be 
able to make any further announcement 
until there has been sufficient time for 
such a full examination of the subject 
as its importance demands.—(/rish 


Office.) 
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Trish Resident istrates—A ppoint- 
ment of Mr. Harrel. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
South): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what explana- 
tion, if any, has he to give for his selection 
of Mr. Harrel, whose appointment as 


' resident magistrate only dates from 1900, 
to form one of the court of two resident 
/magistrates to try cases 


under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act ; and why has Mr. Harrel been sent 
to various parts of Ireland for the trial 


| of such cases. 


(Answer.) Mr. Harrel, resident magi- 
strate, was appointed to the County 
He has not 
since been called upon to discharge any 


| duty outside the jurisdiction originally 
assigned to him. He acted as a member 


of Crimes Courts at Ballinlough, 20th 
December, 1901; at French Park, 8th 


| January, 1902; at Ballaghadereen, 18th 
| February, 1902; at Loughglynn, 26th 
| February, 1902; 


at Ballyhaunis, 2nd 
June, 1902 ; at French Park, 25th June, 
1902; all these Courts are within his 
particular district. On two occasions, 
namely, at Ballymote, on 24th April, 
1902, and at Sligo, on 6th June, 1902, 
he was ordered to assist in the formation 
of a Crimes Court outside his own 
district, but within his original juris- 
diction. On these occasions he was 
detailed for duty in accordance with the 
ordinary necessities of the public service. 
As regards the Sligo case, Mr. Henn, the 
resident magistrate of the district in 
which the offences charged against the 
hon. Member for North Leitrim were 
alleged to have been committed, would 
naturally, in ordinary circumstances, 
have formed one of the Court recently 
constituted at Sligo. Mr. Henn’s re- 
lations with the hon. Member have, for 
some time past, been such as to make it 
undesirable that he should act as one 
of the Court. The same observation 
applies to two other resident magistrates 
near to Sligo, and it was thought desir- 
able, therefore, to send two resident 
magistrates unconnected with the district. 


—(Irish Office.) 


Prosecution of Irish Publicans for 
serving Habitual Drunkards. 
Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 


2L2 
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regard to the fact that licensed persons | students at the Ordnance College, Wool- 


who supply habitual drunkards with 
drink are rarely prosecuted in Ireland, 
will he direct the attention of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary to the Licensing Act, 
with a view to the provisions being put 
into operation. 


(Answer.) During the past year, 215 

rsons were prosecuted throughout Ire- | 
fand for breaches of the law in this | 
respect. Of these, 139 were convicted. | 
The attention of the constabulary is 
about to be specially directed to the 
matter.—(Jrish Office.) 


3rd Kent &.G.A. Volunteers—Equipment 
—Camp Allowances—Range-finders. 
Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War, | 
in view of the fact that the 3rd Kent 
(Royal Arsenal) Royal Garrison Artillery 
(Volunteers) are equipped with 16-pounder 
R.M.L. guns, whether 15-pounder B.L. 
guns will be substituted ; and, seeing that 
the railway expenses are paid for taking 
horses to and fro when the corps goes 
into camp, and the expenses of forage 
whilst the corps is in camp, whether the 
grant made to the corps on account of 
going into camp covers the actual expendi- 
ture ; can he state the annual cost to the 
corps of training drivers and non-com- 
missioned officers in equitation, and the 
rant the Government makes towards 
Teiasing this cost ; and will he explain 
why the range-finder of the corps is the 
telemeter, the use of which has been 
discontinued in the Regular Army. 





(Answer.) This regiment will in due 
course be equipped with modern guns, 
but no pledge can be given as to any 


particular nature of gun. A grant of 
£100 is given to cover the expense of 
procuring the horses and _ transport, 
including drivers, and is considered 
sufficient under existing circumstances. 
I am nct aware of the detailed expenditure 
of this grant. As regards telemeters, they 
are still in use in the British Army and are 
preferred by some battery commanders to 
any other service range-finder.—(War 


Office.) 
Ordnance College, Woolwich—Students’ 
owances. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): To ask the Secretary of State 





for War whether he will grant to 


wich, the same extra allowances which 
are already granted to students at the 
Staff College. 


(Answer.) I am prepared to consider 
the grant if it can be clearly shown that 


|an increase in allowances is absolutely 


required by the officers referred to.— 


(War Office.) 


Rifle Ranges. 

Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
LAYNE (Southampton): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
consider the advisability of making an 
appeal to the landowners in Great 
Britain, to provide, so far as they can, 
facilities for rifle practice on their 
properties. 


(Answer.) I should be very glad to 
take any steps which would lead to 
generous action by landowners in regard 
to rifle ranges. We are met by great 
difficulties in the matter; in almost 
every case we find we have to combat 
local feeling as to temporary closure of 
roads and footpaths ; but my experience 
is that better results are obtained by the 
individual efforts of Colonels interested 
in local corps than by any appeal from 
the War Office to meet what is a question 
of great national importance.—(War 


Office.) 


South Africa—lIrrigation. 
CotoneL WILLIAMS (Dorset, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether there is in the Colonial 
Office any Report on the possibilities of 
irrigation in jSouth Africa ; and, if 80, 
will he lay it upon the Table. 


(Answer.) I havea Report by Mr. W. 
Willcocks, copies of which I will cause to 
be placed in the library.—(Uolonial Office.) 


Censorship. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
state how the censorship which was 
established owing to the war in South 
Africa now stands in respect of letters 
and other documents passing in the mail 
bags to British South Africa, or from 
the same; letters and other documents 





921 Questions. 


passing in the mail bags within South 
Africa itself ; telegrams passing over the 
cables to and from South Africa, or 
within South Africa itself ;° newspapers 
or other publications appearing or 
circulating in South Africa; and when 
such censorship as exists may be ex- 
pected to cease. goss ew 


+ isa 


(Answer.) Censorship of private 
letters, telegrams, and cablegrams to 
and from South Africa has been re- 
moved. Press telegrams and journals 
pub!ished in South Africa remain subject 
to censorship for the present.—(War 
Office.) 

Transport—Treatment of Colonial 

Contingent on the ‘‘ Rome.” 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): To ask the Sec- 
retary of State for the Colonies whether 
he will explain why the men of the 
Colonial contingent who were brought 
from Australia in the P. and O. ship 
“Rome” were ordered by the captain of 
the ship to scrub the decks; and if 
the Government, having paid third-class 
fares for the mem, has demanded some 
compensation from the Company for 
such an order. 


(Answer.) This matter is entirely one 
for the Commonwealth Government. 
The arrangements for the transport of 
the Australian contingent were made 
by them, and the Minister of Defence, 
who was on board the “ Rome”’ from 
Adelaide to Port Said, states that he 
never heard anything of such an order 
being given, and that certainly no com- 
plaint was made to him. He states 
further that the men were well and 
happy on board, and as far as he could 
ascertain were well satisfied. If any 
dissatisfaction had existed he must have 
heard of it.—-(Colonial Office.) 


Jameson Raid —Colonial Office and 
Chartered Company—Hawksley Corre- 
spondence. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will state the terms of the 
private assurance given by the Colonial 
Office to the Chartered Company in May 
1896 that the Charter would not be 
affected by the Jameson Raid trans- 
action, and the conditions on which that 
assurance was given. 
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(Answer.) The only private assurance 
of which I have any knowledge is the 
one contained in the late Mr. Fairfield’s 
letter to Mr. Hawksley, dated 6th May, 
1896, and published in the Jndépendance 
Belge. I have already said, in answer to 
the Member for Mid-Glamorgan on Ist 
February, 1900, that Ido not think I 
ever saw this letter at the time, although 
I have no doubt that it was written by 
my instructions. The letter speaks for 
itself, and I have no knowledge of any 
conditions other than therein stated. I 
must point out that the assurance in 
regard to the charter was confined to 
the statement of the fact that Her late 
Majesty’s Government did not intend to 
take any steps regarding it, pending an 
inquiry, if one was held. It is not the 
case that Mr. Beit’s resignation was 
insisted on in May 1896. The Secretary 
of State refused to advise the company 
| as to their decision, which he considered 
was one of which they must take the 
full responsibility. It is the fact that 
Mr. Fairfield, in a letter to Mr. Hawks- 
ley dated 7th May, asked that the 
qualified assurance referred to above 
should be considered as withdrawn if the 
acceptances of the resignations offered 
by Mr. Rhodes and Mr. Beit were .not 
immediately published. The Colonial 
Office received, on the i6th May last 
minutes of the Board meetings, which 
are regularly transmitted to the Secretary 
of State, from which it appeared that 
the Board had resolved to invite Mr. 
Beit to rejoin it. No other communiea- 
tion on the subject has been made to 
the Colonial Office, officially or un- 
officially.—(Colonial Office.) 





|(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


'South Africa—Civil Administration of 
e New Colonies. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he proposes this session to intro- 
duce a Supplementary Estimate for Civil 
Administration in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies ; and, if so, for 
what amount. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer is in the 
negative. 
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Mr. BLACK: Is the Government 
satisfied that the ordinary revenue of the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colonies will 
be sufficient for the police and the army 
of occupation ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That does 
not arise out of the previous Question. 
If we thought it necessary to ask for 
more money, of course we should do so. 


Questions. 
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Cape Constitution. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
{Stirling Burghs), who had the follow- | 
ing Question on the Paper—‘To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether His | 
Majesty’s Government contemplates any | 
change in the constitution of the self-| 
governing colony of the Cape ”—said : | 
The anxiety we have felt on this subject | 
has been satisfactorily relieved by the | 
circulation of the despatch of the Colonial | 
Secretary on Saturday. Therefore, I will | 
not put the Question unless the right hon. | 
Gentleman may have something to add | 


not contained in the despatch. 
[No response was made. | 
Surrenders of Boers. | 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, | 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War whether he has now! 
any information relating to the total | 
number of Boers who have surrendered | 
under the terms of settlement arrang 
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of State for War if he will state the 
principle upon which compensation is 
given to the widows and orphans of 
soldiers who have lost their lives in the 
recent South African War, and to those 
soldiers who have been maimed or in- 
jured in this war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
will find the information he requires in 
the Pay Warrant and Army Order, 150, 
of 1901. 


Transport—War Medal for Officers and 
en of the Mercantile Marine. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): On behalf of the noble Lord 
the Member for Woolwich, I beg to ask 


| the Secretary of State for War whether 


the grant of the war medal for the South 
African War, now concluded, wil] be ex- 
tended to those of the Mercantile Marine 
who were employed by the Transport 
Department during the war; whether, 


if so, the precedent established after the 


Egyptian War of 1882, when the medal 
was conferred on masters of transports 
only, will be extended so that the grant 
may include all officers and men of the 
Mercantile Marine employed by the 


Transport Department ; and whether, if 


the medal is not to be granted to those 


| officers and men of the Mercantile Marine 
| employed by the Transport Department, 
he will state why these non-combatants 


by Lord Kitchener, and whether he will | are to be treated on a different footing 
state at the same time the last estimate | to the other non-combatants on whom 
supplied to him by the Intelligence |the medal has been, or will be, con- 


Department of the total number of Boers 
in the field prior to the settlement. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror | 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
Complete information as to the number 
of Boers who have surrendered has not 


| ferred. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 


ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 


W.): I fear I can only refer the noble 


| Lord to the answer given by me to the 
| hon. Member for Sevenoaks on the 17th 


see reached this Department. The latest | June; The matter to which the Question 


eturn gives a total of 16,620 for the | refers 


Transvaal and Orange River Colony ; 
the numbers in Cape Colony being not | 


yet known. The last estimate sent by | 


concerns several Departments, 


and, though it is under consideration, 


no fina] decision has yet been arrived at. 


the Intelligence Department in South | p, stagal and the Conveyance of Stores 
through Bei Chartered 


Africa was dated 31st May, and gave 
the number of Boers with their com- | 
mandos in the field as 8,900. 


[Com tion for Deceased Soldiers’ 
tives and Wounded Soldiers. 


Beira—Action of the 
Company. 
Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 


|Secretary of State for War whether, 
(on 23rd February, 1900, a letter was 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | addressed by the War Office to the 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary | 





+ See preceding Volume, p. 834. 
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Directors of the Chartered Company, | of twenty-nine cadets from the Royal 


stating that Portugal had yielded to the 
demands of Her Majesty’s Government 
relating to the conveyance of stores 
through Beira; and whether he will 
lay all correspondence relating to this 
matter upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Correspondence, 
diplomatic and otherwise, took place on 
this subject, but I am not prepared to 
lay it on the Table. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the | 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


| Military College for an offence for which 
no evidence of their complicity has been 
adduced, he will consider the advisability 
of returning them their fees for the term 
and of granting them or their parents 
some indemnity, and of taking steps to 
| prevent any injury to their professional 
| careers from this rustication. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
'ham): At the same time, may I ask the 
| Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that, because of the outbreak of 
| certain fires at the Royal Military College, 





Affairs whether, on 3rd F ebruary , 1900, | Sandhurst, the whole of the cadets have 
the Foreign Office wrote to the Directors | heen punished for the purpose of securing 
of the Chartered Company that the | the detection of the offender ; will he say 
Portuguese Government} had refused to! what reasons there were for supposing 
allow railway material to pass through ‘that all the cadets so penalised were 
their territory to Rhodesia, and had | accessory to the offence ; by whose initia- 
declared the same to be contraband of | tive this action was taken ; and whether 
war; whether, on 10th February, Mr. | this punishment had the sanction of the 
Wilson Fox, of the Chartered Company, | Commander-in-Chief; and whether, in 


wrote to Sir R. Knox, enclosing notes of 
a@ conversation between Mr. Bertie, of 
the Foreign Office, and himself on this 
subject ; and whether he will state the 
nature of the demand made by His 
Majesty’s Government on the Portu- 
guese Government. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): In reply to 
the hon. Gentleman, it is sufficient to 
say that no demand was made on the 
Government of Portugal, and that the 
material referred to was allowed to cross 
Portuguese territory as soon as_ the 
circumstances of the vase had been 
explained to the Portuguese Minister 
by Lord Salisbury. : 


Mr. MARKHAM: Will the noble 
Lord answer the first part of my Ques- 
tion, as to whether the Foreign Office 
wrote to the Directors of the Chartered 
Company ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I am sorry I 
cannot add anything to my answer, as 
this has relation to various corres- 
pondence not of a public character. 
Sandhurst—Incendiary Fires and Disturb- 

ances—Indiscriminate i 
adets. 

Mr. GUEST (Plymouth): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for ar 


whether, in view of the recent rustication 


ent of 


view of the fact that another fire has 
lately occurred, in consequence of which 
twenty-nine cadets have been punished, 
he will say what proof is forthcoming of 
their complicity, and on what principles 
these cadets were selected. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will reply to both 
these Questions at the same time. The 
facts as to the punishments of cadets at 
the Royal Military College are as follow :— 
Two fires occurred, on 30th April and 
7th May, in chests of drawers belonging 
to the cadets in “C” Company Block. 
In consequence, the Commander-in-Chief, 
on 10th June, restricted leave, pending 
the detection of the offenders. On 11th 
June, in consequence of this, the cadets 
broke bounds in the evening and created 
a disturbance, an offence which rendered 
all liable to rustication. The Commander- 
in-Chief, however, decided only to rusticate 
two corporals, who had been leaders in 
the disturbance, and restricted leave of 
the remaining cadets implicated. On 
23rd June leave was restored. On 25th 
June a fresh fire was found in the same 
block lit in the bed of a cadet, whose 
room had been entered by various cadets 
within half an hour before the fire was 
discovered, although an official had been 
specially set to watch the passage. The 
Commander-in-Chief, for the safety of 
the College, and to preserve discipline 
among the cadets, considered it necessary 
to take stringent measures to prevent the 





| 
| 
| 
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recurrence of these disorders. Theaction|! Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
taken involves twenty-nine cadets in‘“‘C” May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
Company, in whose block all the fires | whether any independent military inquiry 
pe se thirty-one others having been | has been made into the circumstances, 
able to prove an alibi on the last occasion. | and, if so, whether he will lay the Report 
The cadets now rusticated will lose a | on the Table. 

term’s seniority. I much regret the| 
necessity of taking such action, but I. Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. After the out- 
fully concur with the Commander-in | break to which I have alluded, the Com- 
Chief in the disciplinary measures taken. | mander-in-Chief sent down a special officer, 
As regards the Question of the hon, General Sir R. Grant, to make the fullest 
Member for Plymouth, fees are never inquiry and report. Sir R. Grant made 


returned in cases of rustication, and I | 
can make no exception in this case. | 
Further, this rustication necessarily carries 
with it certain penalties in regard to the 
delay in commencing the professional 
career. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: What 
charge has been brought against the 
twenty-nine cadets who have been thus 
punished ¢ 


Mr. BRODRICK : No charge has been 
brought against individual cadets, but 
the fact remains that this occurred within 
the same block, and in all probability | 
within the knowledge 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
On what grounds does the right hon. 
Gentleman say that ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): It is like an Irish coercion case. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In all probability | 
it was within the knowledge of many of 
those concerned, some of whom were seen 
to enter the actual room within twenty 
minutes or half an hour before the last | 


event occurred. Therefore, there was 
absolute reason to suppose that several - 
of the cadets who were rusticated were 
implicated in this unfortunate business. | 
In addition to that, all the cadets mutin- 
ously broke bounds on the evening 
following the Commander-in-Chief’s order 
that leave was suspended and that bounds | 
must not be broken. There was a 
mutinous outbreak, in which the very 
cadets implicated broke bounds and_ 
created a disturbance in the neighbouring 
village. In these circumstances all these | 
cadets rendered themselves liable to rusti- 
cation. The further outbreak of fire, 
seriously imperilling the building, made 
it absolutely necessary for the Com-| 
mander-in-Chief to take action. 

j 


a Report to the Commander-in-Chief after 
going into the whole circumstances, and 
it was as the result of this Report that 
the Commander-in-Chief took the very 
lenient action he did, desiring tu treat 
the whole matter as a school-boy freak ; 
but when, after that leniency, and after 
leave had been again restored, it was 
found that a fresh outbreak took place, 
it was obviously necessary for the Com- 


| mander-in-Chief to take further action. 


Lorpv HUGH CECIL: Was the rustica- 
tion confined to the cadets who were 
seen going into the room? Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that one of 
them—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


Question has been fully answered. 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Is 


it true or not that the insubordinatiom 
was condoned by the right hon. 
Gentleman ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That. 
is arguing the question. 


Mr. GUEST: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman consulted the Attorney 
General as to the legality of his action? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Send some Irish réjident magistrates. 
to deal with them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member for South Donegal must 
be more orderly. The hon. Member 
for Plymouth must put his Question om 
the Paper. 


[Subsequently :] 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: May I 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


| whether he will put down Vote 11 of 
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the Army Estimates as the first Order on | 


an early Supply day, so that the recent 
incident at Sandhurst may be discussed. 


Tue FIRST LORD oF tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- | 
chester, E.): Ido not think I can give 
more than one day to the Army Esti- 
mates, and I understand that the first 
Vote on that day must be the salary | 
of the Secretary for War. 


{7 Juty 1902} 





Lorp HUGH CECIL: Might not the 
Vote for military education be taken 
first, and the salary of the Secretary for | 
War second, on that day? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that pledges have been entered into with 
regard to the salary of the Secretary for 
War ; and I do not think the House at 
large would approve of altering that 
arrangement. 





Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Then, | 
Sir, I desire to move the adjournment | 
of the House in order to call attention | 
to a definite matter of urgent public | 


importance, namely, the action of the| 


War Office in ordering twenty-nine | 
gentlemen cadets, against whom no| 
charge was brought, to forfeit six 
months sen#ority. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Since the hon. 
Member showed me, as he courteously 
did, what he proposed to move, my 
attention has been called to the fact 
that in the Order-book today there now 
stands a Motion in the name of an hon. 
Baronet— 

“To call attention to the recent disturbance 
at the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, and 
the action tak-n thereon by the military 
authorities, and to move a resolution.” 

That has the effect of blocking the 
Motion of the hon. Member, so that 
I cannot entertain it. 


Proposed Review in Hyde Park. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield 
Certral): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
limited numbers for whom provision 
was made at the Royal Parades on Tues- 
day and Wednesday, the Commander-in- 
Chief will consider the possibility, by 





holding a review in Hyde Park on a 
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Saturday afternoon, of giving an oppor- 
tunity to people in London of seeing the 
representative contingents of Colonial 
and Indian troops and Reservists sent. 
home for the Coronation. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid that 
arrangements cannot be made to carry 
out this suggestion. The great extent 
of ground to be kept would make the 
proposal very difficult to carry out. 


Volunteer Civil Servants—Facilities for 
Camp Attendance. 

Stk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he is aware that there is still 
diversity of practice in Government 
departments as to the leave to be granted 
to attend the Volunteer camps now 
insisted upon by the War Office; and if 
he will consider the advisability of re- 
issuing a memorandum to the heads of 
all departments emphasising the view of 
His Majesty's Government in this par- 
ticular, and requiring that every effort 
should be made to give effect to them. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir, I 
am not aware of any diversity of practice 
in this matter among Government De- 
partments. I shall be happy to show 
my hon. and gallant friend a copy of 
the circular issued to the different De- 
partments by the Treasury, which goes 
as far as it is within the province of the 
Treasury to go in such matters. The 
granting of leave must, of course, always 
be subject to the discretion of the heads 
of Departments who are responsible for 
seeing that the work of those Depart- 
ments is properly provided for. * 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Do the 
heads of the Department understand that 
the Government desire the men to have 
leave for these camps ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have no reason to doubt they are aware 
that the Government desires, subject to 
the necessity for the work of the office 
to be carried on with efficiency, that 
facilities should as far as possible be 
given for attendance at these camps. 
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Military Factories to render India self- Irrigation Grants in India, 
supporting in War Material. nay ts I be, to ask the Seecre. 
. 1 | tary of State for India, in view of the 
India, in view of the difficulty experienced ——- ep rayyty 66. a 36. dl) 
by the ap eee < ae - B btain- ie governments for minor works, such 
ing war materia! irom Great Dritain, |, village wells, tanks, and channels, will 
‘during the recent war in South Africa, |}, state the local governments by whom 
eee will be so —— date ” this monéy will be received and the 

steps which are being en to render : 2 
India independent of Great Britain, for ee a ee 
warlike stores are expected to have been| Lorp G. HAMILTON: Of the special 
sufficiently advanced to enable India to| grant of 25 lakhs, 7 lakhs have been 
satisfy her own requirements under this | already allotted to various provinces. | 
heading. have ‘not received exact details of the 
allotments, but the greater part of this 


sum has been allocated to Bombay. The 
THe SECRETARY or STATE FoR | ajlotment of the remaining 18 lakhs has 


INDIA (Lord G. Hami.ton, Middlesex, | not yet, so far as I am aware, been made, 
9 lg a ng lee x iaaroonsred Ba Pen ot aE 

: : . : : entine Re c—Murder of Mr. 
which are being built with a view to| William Barnett. 


render India, as far as possible, self-sup- | “ 

. ae . - -~ | Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY - GORE 
porting in war material are being _,: , : : 
Brought to completion with all poste (gmeloie, Gainsborough) es 
espa ; but at present | cannot say | . : 7 
when they will be sufficiently advanced | i ee eer See ae 





a t India’ , t | what representations have been made by 
a ee ee His Majesty’s Government to the Argen- 


_ tine Republic with respect to the murder 

Mr. WEIR: Are any of the factories of Mr. William Barnett by the Argentine 
in India in working order ? | police, and what guarantees will the 
| Argentine Government give for the 


Lorp G. HAMILTON replied in the security of British subjects in the Re 
affirmative. | public. 
| Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty's 
el a er ee ty d’Affaires at Buenos Ayres has 
| been instructed to inquire into the 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to asktheSecretary matter. He will furnish a Report on 
of State for India if he will state the| the facts and on the steps which have 
number of writs and warrants issued in| been taken in order to bring the guilty 
India against land revenue defaulters | parties to justice. We must wait for 
during the year ending 31st March last, | that Report before any further action is 
and the amount which it was thus | taken. 
sought to recover. And will the| 


Government of India consider the | Reviews of the. Colonia), Sonene— aay 


expediency of remitting all arrears of} Mr ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N): 
land revenue in districts affected by the | 7 beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
recent famine. | Works, in view of the provision that 
| was made to enable the Houseof Commons 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am unable | to attend the recent reviews of Colonial 
to give the information asked for in| and Indian troops, whether he can give 
the first part of the question, as the | the reasons for limiting the number of 
provincial reports for the period referred | tickets placed at the disposal of Members, 
to have not yet reached me. The| while a number of seats around the 
Government of India have already | Parade were empty on both occasions; 
remitted all arrears of land revenue due | and whether he will consider the 
to drought in the distressed districts, and | desirability of securing for the House 
they are not prepared to go further than | the right to attend similar National 
this, | functions. 
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Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER or|{ Mr. FLYNN: I put the Question 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuc.as, Kent, | down merely with regard to Govern- 
st, Augustine’s): I will give my hon. | ment works which have been stopped. 


fiend what information I can on the 
subject, although my Department had Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to take 


nothing to do with the individual distri- | 
bution of the tickets. The principal down the Parliamentary stands? They 


object of the review was to afford | are doing no harm. 
gratification to our Indian and Colonial e 
uests, and as the space was very limited | Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No, I hope 
it was thought proper to give them the |.that they will be used for the purpose 
frst call upon the seats. There were 3,700 | for which they were erected. 
seats available for each day; of these | 
1,000 were handed to the Military 
Authorities, and the other 2,700 to the | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
Colonial Office and the India Office; to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
tively, with an understanding that | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
tickets should be provided for the use of | issue a Local Government Board Order 
Members of both Houses of Parliament. | to enable the Clare County Council to 
[am not aware of the cause of any | resolve themselves into a drainage board 
vacant places, seeing that tickets for the | where nosuch board hitherto exists, that 
whole number of seats were issued. I | they may borrow money from the Trea- 
have on all such occasions, when the | 8uty to deepen and widen rivers, piers 
arrangements have been in my hands, 'and harbours, and tributaries, and thus 
endeavoured to arrange accommodation | reclaim whole tracts of country; the 
for Members of Parliament, but I do not | interest and principal of such loans to be 













Drainage Authority in County Clare. 



















know how a right can be secured and 
am not able to make any statement on 
that point. 







Coronation Stands. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether he is aware of the effect 
caused by the delay in taking down the 
Coronation stands on the building trades 
in London; and whether, in view of the 
number of bricklayers, carpenters, and 
builders’ labourers now in want of 












War Office in Whitehall, the 






ment works will be 
without delay. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The pro- 
cedure adopted with regard to the 
Coronation stands is guided by questions 
of general policy. It is my hope that 
many of the stands may still be required 
for the purpose for which they were 
erected. I do not, understand the last 
part of the hon. Member’s Question. 

¢ new War Office is making rapid 
progress, and the Government Offices in 
Parliament Street are also being pro- 
ceeded with, under the terms of the 
contracts. 















employment, he will direct that the new | 
new | 
Foreign Office block, and other Govern- | 
proceeded with | 








| charged on the lands according to ascer- 
| tained advantage. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 


| LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): It does - 
/not appear that the Local Government 
| Board would be justified in making an 
| Order under Section 20 of the Act of 
| 1898 transferring the business of a 


drainage board to a County Council, in 
the absence of an expression of willing- 
ness on the part of the Council to under- 
take the duty. In the present instance 
no such intimation has been received by 
the board from the Clare County Coun- 
cil. The Section also requires that the 
consent of the drainage board or body 
affected by the transfer shall be obtained, 
and the Board is not aware that any 
steps have been taken in this direction. 
There are three drainage districts in the 
county. 

Ennis Elections—Complaints against 

Police Sergeant Cole. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, during the recent elections at 
Ennis, Sergeant Cole, of Clarecastle, was 
removed from duty at the Town Hall 
in consequence of being in a state of 
drunkenness, and interfering with can- 
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didates and voters ; and, seeing that this 
sergeant also assaulted an inhabitant of 
_the town and one of the candidates, and 
that during the recent prosecutions 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act against Clarecastle leaguers 
it was sworn by witnesses that this 
sergeant was seen in public in a state of 
intoxication, and that he endeavoured to 
induce people in Clarecastle to break the 
windows of members of the United Irish 
League, what steps, if any, the author- 
ities have taken to investigate these 
chsrges. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Sergeant Cole was 
drunk on duty during the elections at 
Ennis. For this he was awarded an un- 
favourable record, and warned for 
reduction. Similar cases have been dealt 
with in the same way. Both candidates 
were interviewed, and both declined to 
take any action against Sergeant Cole 
for interfering with them when drunk. 
No witness at the recent prosecution 
swore that Sergeant Cole was drunk. 
Mrs. Normoyle, for whose protection the 
prosecution was undertaken, proved a 
hostile witness. The Court of First 
instance animadverted severely on her 
evidence. It affords no ground for 
believing the charge that Sergeant Cole 
incited any person to break windows. 


Irish Electoral Registers. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he and the Local Government Board for 
Ireland have received resolutions from 
Rural District Councils in Ireland calling 
for the re-transference of the preparation 
of the Parliamentary voters’ and jurors’ 
lists to clerks of unions in Ireland and 
the repeal of Section 83 (7) of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act; and 
whether he has been supplied with a list 
of cases in which the Poor Law Associa- 
tion of Ireland allege there has been 
neglect on the part of the county secre- 
taries where such work is performed by 
them; and whether he will insert a 
clause in the Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill to repeal the sub-section. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In answer to the 
first part of the Question, I would refer 
to my reply to the Question put to me 
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on the 20th March by the hon. Member 
for South Down.+ | received the lig 
mentioned in the second part of the 
Question. It did not, however, indicate 
any specific cases of alleged neglect. | 
have no doubt that in the earlier 

of the working of the Act some mi 
were made; but the county secretarig 
have now more experience, and the 
Board considers that the work is satis. 
factorily performed by them. It is not 
proposed to repeal Section 83 (7), 


Boho Nationalist Band. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Boho (county Fermanagh) 
Nationalist band was forcibly stop 
while marching and playing on the publie 
road about seven o'clock on the evening 
of the 16th June last by a sergeant of 
police and his men ; and that the con- 
stabulary ordered the band to return 
to their rooms, and threatened that if 
they did not they would exercise physical 
force to prevent them going further,and 
break their musical instruments; and, 
seeing that other Party bands are per 
mitted to march and play their musie 
on the same road and in the same dis 
trict; will he say what is the cause of 
this treatment of the Nationalist band; 


/and will he give instructions that in 


future the police shall not interfere with 
the Boho Nationalist band on the public 
highway. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Two bands went 
out on the date mentioned, one known 
as the Boho Nationalist band, the other 
as the Kilnamadoo Nationalist band 
The police warned the former band that 
no hostile demonstration would be per 
mitted in the vicinity of the residence of 
an individual who has been the object 
of intimidation, and that, if persisted in, 
the band would be dispersed. The police 
did not threaten to break the instri 
ments. The Boho band put away their 
instruments when this warning we 
given. The other band proceeded im 
another direction, and was in no way 
interfered with. 





+See (4) Debates, ev., 552. 
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Migration of Irish Labourers. 
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Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I | 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | 
en state the number of persons who | 
migrated for labouring 4 purposes to 

land or elsewhere from the Poor 
law Union of Castlerea, in the county | 
Roscommon, for each of the past five | 
years; and whether he. can state the | 
average period each year these people. 
were absent from their homes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers for | 
each year, 1897 to 1901, inclusive, were | 
1,784, 1,900, 1,692, 1,752, and 1,664. | 
[have no information to enable me to| 
reply to the second inquiry. | 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will the | 
right hon. Gentleman send a copy of | 
that answer to the right hon. Gentle- | 
man the Member for South Antrim, | 
in view of statements he has recently | 


made ? 


{7 Juty 1902} 


Questions 938 
*Mr. MACVEAGH: No, Sir, but I 
suggest he should do more work. 
Irish Land Bill. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 


'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland when he proposes 
to take the Second Reading of the Land 
Purchase (Ireland) Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have little to add 
to my previous replies. So long as a 
considerable proportion of hon. Members 
representing Irish constituencies declare 
their hostility to this Bill, it is evident 
that time ought not to be given during 
the present session. 


Labourers’ Cottage Schemes of Cork 
Rural District Council. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he will state when 
the representations for the present 
scheme of cottages promoted by the 


' Cork Rural District Council were first 


considered, when the inquiry into the 


Land Sub-Commissioner Garvey. 
Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg 


scheme was held, at what date the Pro- 
visional Order was issued and became 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | absolute ; and will he give the reasons 


lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | for the delay which has taken place in 
aware that the Land Sub-Commissioner | connection with this scheme, and state 
Garvey holds sittings on only four days | what steps the Local Government Board 
4 week, although there are arrears in | intend to take to bring the matter to 
the land cases listed at Cookstown, | a completion. 


county Tyrone; and whether he can | 
state how many days in the week are | 
spent by this Commissioner at Portrush, 
county Antrim. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No member of a | 
SubCommission holds sittings upon | 
four days in every week. If such were | 
the case, there would be no time left | 
for inspection of the holdings. Mr. | 
Garvey spends no portion of his time | 
at Portrush. His residence is at Port-| 
ttewart. He remains there from | 
Saturday evening until eight o’clock on | 
Monday morning, when he returns to 
his district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The representa- 
tions were first considered by the 
District Council in December, 1899. 
The scheme was submitted to the Local 
Government Board in April, 1900. It 
proposed the erection of 459 cottages at 
a cost of £82,800. The local inquiry 
was held in July, 1900. After a pro- 
tracted correspondence the Provisional 
Order was issued in August, 1901; the 
unopposed portion of the Order became 
absolute in October last. The District 
Council has not yet lodged with the 
Board the maps and schedules. Until 
that is done an arbitrator cannot be 


| appointed as a preliminary step to enter- 


‘Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., S.):|i28 UP? the lands required to carry 
Did the right hon. G het eman get the | the scheme into execution. 

information from Mr. Garvey himself? .| Mr. SHEEHAN: Having regard to 
the circumstances, will the right hon. 
Gentleman introduce into his amending 
Bill a clause for simplifying the pro- 
cedure for the erection of these cottages ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Does the hon. 
ber suggest that Mr. Garvey should 
ttavel back on Sundays ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Provisional 
Order Authorises the erection of 143 
cottages ; the unopposed portion of the 
Order contains 133 sites, and became 
absolute, as stated, in October last. 
There is at present before the Board a 
scheme proposing the acquisition of 224 
additional allotments to cottages already 
erected. The result of the local inquiry 
in this matter was communicated to the 
Council in January last, who have twice 
since been requested by the Board to 
arrange several matters arising out of 
the Inquiry. Until the Council does 
this, the Board cannot issue the Provi- 
sional Order regarding the proposed 
allotments. 


Sunday Postal Deliveries in Macroom 
Rural District. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretery to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been called to a re- 
solution of the Macroom Rural District 
Council urging the inconvenience that 
results to the inhabitants of and visitors 
to the villages of Inchigeela and Bally- 
vourney from the absence of a Sunday 
mail delivery; will he state what 
consideration has been given to the 
representations made on this subject ; and 
whether he proposes to inaugurate a 
Sunday delivery as requested. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
resolution of the Macroom Rural District 
Council to which the hon. Member refers, 
has not yet reached the Postmaster 
General, but inquiry shall at once be 
made as to the possibility of establishing a 
Sunday post to the villages of Inchigeela 
and Ballyvourney, and the result shall be 
communicated to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible. 


Postal Irregularity in Dublin. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing tke Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the non-delivery of a letter addressed to 
the manager of Moran’s Hotel, Dublin, the 
words “ hotel demolished ” being officially 
marked on the letter by the Post Office 
authorities ; and whether he will inquire 
into the reasons for this action, in view of 
the position of this hotel. 











Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
address on the letter referred to was 
unfortunately misread in the Dublin Pog, 
Office for Morrison’s Hotel—an establish- 
ment which was pulled down about a year 
ago. An inspection of the envelope dog 
not, in the opinion of the Postmaster 
General, justify the mistake, and I have to 
express regret on his behalf that it should 
have occurred. 


Business of the House—An Autumn 
Session 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is now in a 
position to make a statement regarding 
the future course of business in thissession, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I cannot make 
any detailed statement at the present 
stage of our proceedings as to the future 
course of the session ; but I am afraid it 
is tolerably clear—indeed, I think it has 
been clear for some time past—that an 
Autumn session in connection with the 
Education Bill, or arising out of the long 
debates on the Education Bill, is abso 
lutely necessary. {‘* Oh, oh!” from the hon. 
Member for the Central Division of Shef- 


'field.] I can understand my hon. friend's 


regretting the necessity, but I hardly think 
that anybody will deny it. The question 
is how we are to arrange for the business 


| that has to be taken. There are a certain 


number of administrative Bills which have 
to be dealt with before the prorogation, 
but not necessarily before the adjour- 
ment, some of which will, I have no 
doubt, require a certain amount of dis 
cussion in this House ; but I do not think 
there is any new general legislation at all 
of a controversial character which is 
likely to be brought before the House 
I should hope we shall make sufficient 
progress with the Education Bill to allow 
us to rise for the adjournment fairly early 
in August. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Before 
the 12th! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fix 
the date. I presume we shall have 
to meet about the middle of October; 
but there again I cannot fix a day. | 
should propose that the main busines 
until the adjournment should be the 
Education Bill and Supply ; but it mus 
be understood that an occasional evening 
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sitting, or an occasional Friday, may, with | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will inquire 
advantage, be used for other measures, | into the matter. It does not rest with 
notably the Water Bill. 'me, however. I may remind the House 
: _ | that the general principle which I an- 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | nounced as underlying this particular Rule 
May I impress on the right hon. Gentle- | with regard to the distribution of private 
man the fact, which he has imperfectly | Bills at the evening sittings, was that no 
recognised, that, however inconvenient | preference should be given as between 
an Autumn session may be, the incon- | one night of the week and another, and 
venience would be enormously increased | that no attempt should be made to protect 
if coupled with a late sitting in August? | strictly Government time as against time 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): May 1| devoted to Supply, or vice versi. 


ask the right hon. Gentleman whether he | : : 
: : Debate on Foreign Policy—Anglo- 
does not consider the most convenient | apanees Alliance. 


int at which to stop the discussion on a . et : 
the Education Bill until the Autumn | Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
session would be at the conclusion of W.R., Barnsley) : I beg to ask the F Irst 
Part 2 of the Bill ? Lord of the Treasury, whether, having 
| regard to the fact that, owing to other 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly do | business being put down for the 
not take that view, for one obvious reason, | Evening Sitting on Thursday last, 
among many, that it would not only be | several Members were debarred from 
an Autumn session, but a Spring session | speaking on the Foreign Office Vote, 
likewise. |and the Under Secretary of State for 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower, Foreign Affairs had no opportunity of 


Hamlets, Poplar): Is there any intention | Air rt mero Moray art ete 
of taking the London Water Bill this | ‘© the situation in Persia and China, he 
7 will put this Vote down again on some 


week 4 | , nt , 
| early day in such a position as will ensure 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : | @ further opportunity of debate. May I 


Will the Indian Budget be taken before | also ask the right hon. Gentleman a 
the adjournment 4 question of which I have given him 
| private notice, viz., whether the attitude 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give | of His Majesty’s Government in regard 
any promise as to that. As regards the | to alliances with foreign Powers was 
Water Bill, I do not think it is likely to | accurately described on Thursday last 
be taken this week, but perhaps I may | by the Under-Secretary for Foreign 
be permitted to withhold any question as | Affairs, and whether His Majesty’s 
to Friday’s business until tomorrow. I | Government had any further statement 
propose to take the Education Bill on the | to make to the House on the subject, in 
Tuesday and Wednesday sittings, and on | order to prevent any misapprehension on 
Thursday Irish Supply. the part of our Japanese allies. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford):| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: With regard 
In regard to that, the right hon. Gentle- | to the Question on the Paper, I can give 
man is, of course, aware that the time set | no promise of another day for the dis- 
apart for Irish Supply is very limited | cussion of the Vote. As to the Question 
indeed under the Supply Rules. I think | since added, I have to say that the single 
we are therefore entitled to ask that we! sentence to which, no doubt, the hon. 


shall have the whole time on the nights | Member, refers might possibly, if taken 


allotted to it. But I am informed that from its context, produce a misleading 
some very contentious private Bills have | 


been put down for the evening sitting on | 
Thursday, which may have the effect of 
depriving us of one half-day. That I 
think would be a fraud on us. Cannot | 
the right hon. Gentleman use his influence | 
so that we may have the whole of both | 
sittings on Thursday ? | 


impression :— 

“Tt has beensuggested that the international 
position of this country is one of dangerous 
isolation, and that we ought to grasp eagerly, 
and on any terms, at any alliance that may be 
offered to us.” 


This is not the view of His Majesty’s 
Government, and my noble friend ‘did 
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well to correct it. I need hardly say that 
we should never for a moment wish to 
‘suggest that the agreement with Japan 
was not entered into for a common 
object and on terms of absolute equality. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Will not 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
question of giving further opportunity 


Education 


for debate, in view of the fact that im- 


portant questions with regard to China 
and Persia, of which notice has been 
given to the Under Secretary, remain 
absolutely and entirely unanswered ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. I do not 
think it is a question of rival claims. 


Royal Patriotic Fund. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government have arrived 
at a decision with regard to transferring 
the administration of the various funds, 
now vested in the Commissioners of the 
Royal Patriotic Fund, to a new Board, 
as recommended by the Joint Committee 
of the Lords and Commons ; and, if so, 
whether legislation to effect such transfer 


will be introduced before the close of the | 


session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A scheme has 
been prepared on the representation of 
those bodies whose advice and experience 
was most valuable, including the hon. 
‘Gentleman himself who has bestowed 
much care on the subject. I hope to 
introduce a Bill very shortly dealing 
with the Royal Patriotic Fund, and if 
it proves non-controversial I should hope 
to be able to pass it this session. I can- 
not pass any controversial measure on 
the subject. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to :— 
Finance Bill. 

Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill. 


EDUCATION ee AND WALES) 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


MONS} Bill. 


Clause 4 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘ Act, 
to insert the words ‘ for the training of teachers 
shall require that in any school, college, or 
class so provided or aided, no pupil shall be 
excluded on the ground of religious belief, 
and.’”—(Mr. Channing.) 





| 
| Question again proposed, “‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


| (2.50.) Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, 
| Leigh) said he thought he was expressing 
| the feelings of many Memberson both sides 
of the House when he said they hoped 
/that in the interval: that had elapsed 
since the question was last discussed, 
[the First Lord of the Treasury had 
found some effectual means for remedy- 
ing a great and admitted grievance, 
It was a grievance which affected 
not merely Nonconformists as_ such. 
The total accommodation for the train- 
ing of teachers ought to be largely 
increased, and to be made equally avail- 
able for all classes of students, whether 
belonging to the Church of England, or 
|to Nonconformist bodies. This was a 
matter of absolutely vital importance in 
any real scheme of educational reform. 
On the efficiency of the teacher depended 
the efficiency of the teaching, and the 
teacher, in a very real sense, was the 
school. Even as it was, the supply of 
trained teachers was notoriously in- 
adequate. It was perfectly certain that 
this national function would not be 
adequately discharged by the county 
authorities alone. The House had, there- 
fore, a right to appeal to the Government 
to make proposals that should be adequate 
to the occasion, and which would provide 
a remedy, not in name only ,but in fact. 
| Nothing less would suffice than that the 
system of building grants should be re- 
vised, and that the new educational 
| authorities should have the same advan- 
tages in the matter of supplying un- 
| denominational training colleges as the 
| denominations enjoyed in the first 
instance in the supply of their colleges. 
He believed the denominational grant 
amounted to about one-third of the total 
cost of the building. That was the very 
least that should be done for the county 
authorities, but he thought, himself, we 
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ought to do much more, because the 
county authorities would simply be doing 
for the nation what the nation ought 
to do for itself. He agreed that the 
establishment of hostels in connection 
with the great university colleges, or in 
connection -with existing or future train- 
ing colleges, would be one, of the most 
promising means of supplying deficiencies. 
But the Government must do something 
practical in order to promote their 
establishment, otherwise we might have 
to wait a very long time before they 
were established in anything like the 
number required. It was necessary to 
double the accommodation for the train- 
ing of teachers, and this could not be 
done simply by the expression of pious 
hopes. The First Lord should go to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and obtain 
from him something like adequate aid 
towards the accomplishment of this great 
national work. In this connection he 
desired to point out that the day training 
colleges received a much smaller grant, 
proportionately, than the residential 
training colleges. For this there was no 
reason whatever, and he trusted the 
Government would do something to 
correct this state of things. All these 
matters would take time, and the first 
thing to be done, he maintained, was to 
utilise to the utmost, existing resources. 
The Amendment under discussion asked 
that students should be admitted under 
the Conscience Clause. The noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich and 
other Members on the Ministerial 
side, objected that this proposal would 
destroy the special atmosphere of these 
colleges, and allow of the _ intro- 
duction of “a foreign element.” The 
question was how far this doctrine was 
going to be pressed. Were hon. Members 
prepared to make any concession what- 
ever in regard to the character of these 
colleges ? He would suggest to the First 
Lord of the Treasury that without any 
damage to the special character of these 
colleges, and in fact rather to their ad- 
vantage, he might make a small advance 
at least. It was made a condition by the 
Department in the case of the latest of 
these institutions —St. Gabriel's — that 
there should be received within its walls 
persons from outside—that was to say, 
day as well as residential students. Why 
should not this example be extended ? 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
Money. 
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Mr. C. P. SCOTT: No doubt that might 
be a difficulty, but in many cases the class 
and lecture rooms would be in excess of 
the dormitory accommodation. This 
would be a very small concession. <It 
would introduce within the sacred walls a 
certain breath of fresh air from the out- 
side—a certain element that would not 
be purely denominational. It would do 
these institutions all the good in the 
world to have an element not strictly its 
own and not hall-marked as sectarian. 
Having admitted the great national need 
that existed in regard to the supply of 
trained teachers, and in fact accepted all 
the premises on which the present de- 
mand was founded, the Government were 
now bound to come forward with some 
schem ethat would meet the necessities of 


the case. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Member who had just sat down made it 
a reproach to the Government that they 
admitted a grievance which the machinery 
of this Bill, though it did not remove, 
certainly did mitigate. He did not think 
that was a just grievance. Let him 
consider for a moment where they stood. 
The existing system of training pupil 
teachers was partly by means of the 
denominational colleges, partly by means 
of the machinery of the day training 
colleges, and partly by means of arrange- 
ments by which persons in hostels, or 
whose lodging was otherwise arranged 
for, had opportunities of being trained 
at denominational colleges, although they 
did not belong to the denomination which 
controlled them. The suggestion was 
that we should practically deprive the 
denomination of those training colleges, 
or, at all events, greatly interfere with 
their denominational character. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I expressly disclaimed that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Member might have disclaimed that, but 
he was speaking of the effect of the 
Amendment. It had always been felt 
that the general character of these insti- 
tutions would be largely modified—he 
would not say whether for good or for 
evil—if there should be the same latitude 
with regard to students residing in the 
colleges as there rightly and properly 
was with regard to day students. Let 
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them consider the case of the Wesleyans. 
Was it not really monstrous? It was, at 
any rate, a most serious breach of the 
practice and traditions of the House to 
say to the Wesleyans: “ You have been 
instrumental in obtaining these colleges 
for your students; you have contributed 
towards their erection and maintenance. 
It is true you have done all that on the 
faith that they were to be used for 
Wesleyan boarders. The House of 
Commons thinks differently, and, though 
you require more training colleges for 
your students, and though you are 
going to spend some of the Twentieth 
Century Fund to provide new training 
colleges, you are to be deprived of your 
old training colleges.” He trusted that 
such a proposition might be dropped, 
and that the Committee might proceed 
to something more just and practical. 
With regard to the suggestion of the 
hon. Member opposite, which he thought 
was based on something which he him- 
self had said with regard to the system 
of hostels, he thought that that was a good 
system, but it was not very easily or 
properly applicable to many of the exist- 
ing training colleges. They were not 
fitted for expansion ; it would be difficult 
to carry out, and would involve change 
in accommodation, change in staff, and in 
class and lecture rooms. Therefore, he 
did not think the suggestion would solve 
the question, though it might do some- 
thing towards its solution. Then he 
came to the question of day training. 
That system had done admirable service. 
It was established by his right hon. 
friend the Member for Dartford, and 
met, he was quite sure, with the 
approval of both sides of the House, 
but it evidently had its limitations. In 
the first place, he could not help think- 
ing that day training colleges, however 
admirably suited for students who lived 
themselves in the neighbourhood of the 
college, were not very well suited for the 
class of students who had no local con- 
nection atall, who came from a distance, 
who had to find their own lodgings, and 
who had no natural share in the corporate 
life of the place. He could not help think- 
ing that it would be a great improve- 
ment to the system if a plan was added 
to it by which hostels could be provided 
in connection with training colleges. 
He was speaking now of the university 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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colleges, not of the denominational 
colleges. But it would be said: “‘ How are 
you to dothat without money, and where 
are you to get the money?” Scholars 
in day training colleges got a smaller 
grant from the Treasury than scholars 
who were being trained in residential 
training colleges, denominational or 
otherwise. How were they going to get 
the money so that these pupils might 
have the advantages of aconnection with 
a university training? That question 
brought him directly to what was one of 
the central difficulties of the problenm— 
the question of finance. The hon. 
Gentleman who seconded the Amend- 
ment, the Member for North Camberwell, 
had made a great impression on the House 
by going through the figures for the 
purpose of showing how very small a 
proportion of the total cost of the colleges 
was paid by the denominationalists. 
He believed the arrangement was that 
they paid one-fourth. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May IT say 
that, though it is said that they must 
pay one-fourth, as a matter of fact they 
only pay one-fifth. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not dis- 
pute with the hon. Member over the 
figures. I thought the arrangement 
was that the Treasury should not pay 
more than three-fourths. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The Treasury 
must not pay more than three-fourths 
out of Government grants. The remain- 
ing one-fourth includes the amount of 
the fees paid by students, and the charge 
made for books. That brings me to the 
one-fifth. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
speaking of the amountof the State contri- 
bution to the colleges. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said it was not only considerable, 
but too considerable. Let the Committee 
remember it would be in the power of 
the educational authority to build 
training colleges on as favourable terms 
as the denominationalists had. If it was 
said, as perhaps it might be, that that 
was not enough, then what became of 
the argument of the excessive contribu- 
tion by the State to the denominational 
colleges? If the education authorities 
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got out of the Exchequer as much 
as a denominational training college, 
they could build colleges —and he had 
no doubt that they would under 
the Bill—for their students on prac- 
tically the same terms as the college 
sanctioned the other day in the 
South of London. If they told him 
that St. Gabriel’s College was so well 
treated by the State, they could hardly 
turn round and accuse the Government 
of niggardly feelings, because they gave 
the denominationalists exactly the same 
terms. They would get whatever the de- 
nominational colleges now got. But 
he did not know that the matter should 
be left absolutely there. He was in 
favour, not merely of building more 
training colleges, but also, as he had 
already indicated to the Committee, of 
hostels connected with university col- 
leges, and his right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and he 
had considered this matter, and the 
Government were of opinion that, in 
order to carry out that desirable object, 
a student in one of these hostels should 
have as liberal treatment, should have 
the same contribution paid to him on 
b half of the Exchequer, that a student 
his in a training college now. He 
thought it would be felt that on these 
lines they really were within sight of 
something like a solution of this most 
important question, but he did not 
conceal from the Committee that, in 
his judgment, the matter required to 
be further considered. He did not 
regard even the plan he had sketched 
out—although nobody could regard it 
as otherwise than a liberal plan—as a 
final arrangement. His right hon. friend 
near him, who had always taken ‘a 
deep interest in this question, agreed 
with him that there ought to be an 
examination into this subject, and that 
on many, at all events, of its educa- 
tional aspects they ought to have the 
advantage of the advice of the Con- 
sultative Committee of the Board of 
Education. He had no doubt such an 
examination would lead to many sug- 
gestions. In his view, it was not 
desirable that this should be too purely 
a local matter. He would hope to see 
Many adjacent counties co-operating in 
this matter, and every encouragement 
gven by the Government to enable 
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them to do so. He might parentheti- 
cally observe that he did not think the 
true solution lay in a State training 
college. He would not argue that 
question at length, but they had that 
system in Ireland, and he did not think 
it a good one. It did not harmonise 
with the rest of our educational system, 
and he did not think it would lead to 
that variety to which the plan he had 
proposed certainly would lead—a plan 
which contemplated the existence of 
denominational and undenominational 
training colleges, of day students, of 
students at university colleges lodged 
in hostels, and _ possibly of other 
machinery yet to be devised for attain- 
ing the same object. But, while he did 
not think the State ought to be re- 
sponsible for the whole training of 
teachers, and would regret to see that 
great function simply entrusted to a 
Department at Whitehall, he did agree 
that there should be a liberal contri- 
bution from the Exchequer, and he 
thought he had indicated to the Com- 
mittee that that contribution the Ex- 
chequer were prepared to give. He hoped 
he had made fairly clear the position he 
took up in the matter, and if he had 
given any satisfaction to the educational 
interests on both sides of the House— 
and he was glad to think that educa- 
tional interests had largely predominated 
in these debates—he hoped they might 
be permitted to pass from the Amend- 
ment and proceed to the other import- 
ant questions raised by the Clause. 


(3.20.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) 
sy mpathised with the desire of the First 
Lord of the Treasury that this question 
should be treated as an educational ques- 
tion, and was glad that he was prepared 
to go at least some distance in the way of 
making better provision for undenomina- 


tional training colleges. As he under- 
stood the proposal, the Treasury would 
be prepared to pay to students in hostels 
in connection with day training colleges 
at universities the same grant as was 
already paid to students at denominational 
training colleges. Was that the right 
hon. Gentleman’s suggestion ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, of course, 
subject to limitations like training colleges 
themselves. The Treasury are prepared 
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to raise the scale of fees, as the right 
hon. Gentleman says, and as I thought I 
had put clearly to the Committee. 


Mr. BRYCE asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman was yet in a position to 
say what the amount of the additional 
grant would be, taking the colleges as at 
present. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I remember 
rightly, the existing system with regard 
to denominational colleges is that the 
Treasury pay up to £50 if that be 
necessary, but they do not pay more than 
three-fourths of the cost of the student. 
The same rule would be transferred from 
the training colleges to the hostels. 


Mr. BRYCE said that would be so far 
to the good, but the right hon. Gentleman 
would see that, even Fé these hostels were 
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Mr. BRYCE said the right hon. Gentle- 
man had entirely mistaken his argument ; 
he had said nothing whatever upon that 
subject. What he said was that if the 
right hon. Gentleman desired his sugges- 
tion to be effective for the purpose of 
providing undenominational training for 
teachers, it would be necessary to make @ 
grant for the erection of these hostels, as 
“ther as a larger grant for each pupil in 





them. He also desired to understand 
'under what system these institutions 
|were to be managed, because it was 
| perfectly clear that the local authorities 
| would not be the proper authorities for 
|/managing these day training colleges in 
| the universities. Some further indication 
was, therefore, wanted of the plan the 
|Government were going to adopt in 
‘order to increase the number both of 
|day training colleges and hostels. The 
|additional grant of the Government, 


being built, the accommodation at present | which he was very glad to have, did 
would be quite inadequate, and they | not, however, cover the argument in 
would require a grant for the building of | favour of the Amendment. It was a 
hostels. The right hon. Gentleman did | different thing altogether. The Amend- 
not assume that the County Councils | ment was intended to provide that no 
would build the hostels. That appeared | local authority should make grants 
to be clear from his statement that he to or for the erection of any training 
regarded this rather as a national than a college from which persons could be 


local matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman, in the last discussion on this 


point, denounced the liberality of the | 


terms given to the denominational 


colleges —— 


Mr. BRYCE: I have not spoken at 
all on that question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right | 


hon. Gentleman does not think that, I 
have nothing more to say. 


Mr. BRYCE: I should like to have 
the right hon. Gentleman’s authority for 
the statement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The point of 
the speeches on the other side at any 
rate was that the treatment of the train- 
ing colleges by the State was of so 
extraordinarily liberal a character that the 
denominationalists who owned those 
colleges ought to be deprived of their 
exclusive use. If you think that treat- 
ment so liberal, is it fair to describe it as 
illiberal when applied to the education 
authority ? 


Mr. A, J, Balfour, 


| excluded on the ground of their religious 
belief. The case in favour of that 
Amendment was altogether irrespective 
of, and untouched by, the arrangement 
now proposed by the right hon. Gentle- 
|/man. That case was that, under the 
existing system, these denominational 
colleges, supported by denominations to: 
the extent of only 20 per cent. at most, 
|excluded from the necessary training a 
large proportion of His Majesty’s subjects 
who desired to pursue the teaching 
profession. In the view of the supporters 
of the Amendment, that was altogether 
| unjust and indefensible, and no additional 
| grant would remove their objection to the 
system. The right hon. Gentleman him- 
| self had admittedithat a grievance existed. 
| Considering how relatively ample was the 
‘supply of denominational training, and 
| how relatively insufficient was the supply 
| of unsectarian training, it ought not to be 
in the power of the local authority to 
subsidise a denominational training college 
while that disparity remained. That was. 
the case for the Amendment, and it was 
not met by the right hon. Gentlemen's 
roposal. Surely the first duty of the 
ocal authority was to supply that. 
which was most needed and to remedy” 
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injustice where it existed. But he 
would go farther, and associate him- 
self entirely with the argument which 


had been used to show that no aid what- | 


ever should be given by the local 
authorities to any college which excluded 

rsons on the ground of religious belief. 

e based his position on the principle 
adopted by the Legislature in the Uni- 
versity Tests Act, 1871, and in the 
Endowed Schools. Act, 1869, where, 
although there was an admission that 
eertain schools, which, by their original 
deeds or statutes of foundation, were 
denominational in character should pre- 
serve that denominational character, it 
was to be subject to a conscience clause 
provisions. He contended that these 


denominational colleges also ought to be | 


subject to conscience clause provisions, 
and if those provisions were unsuitable to 


residential students, arrangements should | 
be made to add such places as would ‘ 


enable residential students of every 
denomination to be properly accom- 
modated. In any case, he did not think 


the local authorities were the best fitted 
to make provision for the training of 
teachers. There were sixty-two adminis- 
trative councils in England and Wales, 


and a very large number of borough 


councils which would be separate educa-. 


tion authorities, to say nothing about the 
minor bodies which had apparently been 
added by sudden Amendments of the Bill as 


authorities for secondary education. That | 
large number of local authorities was not, | 


in his opinion, qualified to make provision 
for training colleges ; it would be necessary 
for them to combine. It was rather a 
national than a local matter, and it ought 
to be regarded from the point of view of 
what the nation, and not the local 
authorities, would do. They must not 
consider that by any such grant as the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed they were 
really adequately dealing with the ques- 
tion of training colleges. What they 
wanted was a new departure altogether. 
They wanted the provision of new colleges 
by the nation, and the throwing open of 
the existing colleges to all His Majesty’s 
subjects. Those were the two principles 
upon which a reform must proceed, 
and, believing that this was possible 
under the Amendment of his hon. friend, 


he thought they were bound to vote | 


for it. 
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| *Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said 
that the concession made by the First 
‘Lord of the Treasury appeared to have 
done away with a real grievance, namely, 
the lack of educational provision. The 
Amendment under consideration, how- 
‘ever, really touched only the religious 
| question and not the educational question 
at all. He looked at this subject from 
a slightly different standpoint to that 
from which some hon. Members had 
treated it. Personally he should like to 
see the whole of these training colleges 
thrown open to everybody, and he did 
not believe in the argument that it was 
necessary to maintain them as close cor- 
porations in order to preserve a religious 
atmosphere. Students of different de- 
nominations benefited considerably by 
associating together, and he did not think 
that the Church of England had anything 
to gain by not admitting Nonconformists 
into institutions where her position was 
| already assured. He did not agree with 
the argument that because the State had 
given grants to institutions of this kind, 
the State had no right to withdraw that 
money or make further conditions in 
regard to it. If that doctrine were once 
accepted, it would logically follow that 
the State would have to refuse assistance 
to all institutions which were not under 
its control, and that would inflict a great 
blow upon private enterprise ineducational 
matters. The reason why he objected to 
this Amendment was that it would either 
be inoperative or it would tie the hands 
of the local authority upon a matter in 
which the local authority was in a better 
position to judge than the House of 
Commons. He thought that under the 
Act the local authority would be able to 
do all that the Amendment proposed. 
The clause already provided that a local 
‘authority was not to refuse aid to any 
institution on the ground that it did or 
did not teach any particular form of 
religious instruction or worship, and he 
wished to leave the discretion of the local 
authority unfettered. What would be the 
the effect of such a mandatory Amend- 
ment? Eitherthat the existing training 
colleges wouldcontinueas they were before, 
and be refused all State aid, or they would 
‘shut up the institutions altogether. 
The result would be that they would 
destroy the existing educational pro- 
vision, besides entailing an unnecessary 
‘expenditure upon the new local 
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authorities. Speaking for himself, he | six per cent. more than the accommoda.- 
should be perfectly prepared to accept | tion. This was dealing with the first 
the Amendment of his hon. friend | class, but in the case of the Church of 
below him, which concerned only the! England, Roman Catholic, and Wesleyan 
future provision of colleges. To that | accommodation they were obliged to 
he should have no objection, upon/take in second, and even third class 
the understanding that the Government applicants; whereas in the case of the 
would certainly not accept the Amend- | unsectarian applicants not one half of 
ment of the hon. Member for South | them had any places open to them at 
Molton, which would have the effect of | all. The Committee would see that it 
excluding all religious teaching. If they | was not altogether a religious grievance, 
were to lay down any direction, he; but more of an educational one. The 
would far rather lay down a rule in the | First Lord of the Treasury had approached 
opposite sense, and enact that the local | the question in a very considerate and 
authority was not to provide any training | tolerant spirit. In regard to hostels, he 
colleges in which ample provision was thought it would be better to accept 
not made for meeting the religious re-| the right hon. Gentleman’s suggestion. 
quirements of members of every religious|To show how these hostels were 
denomination. worked, he would take as an illustra- 
_ tion one of the Welsh university colleges; 

(3.40.) Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Car-| He believed that he might claim that 
narvonshire, Arfon) said he was afraid it the best day training college in the 
was too much to expect to get the sug- | kingdom was the Aberystwith Training 
gestions upon this point made by the| College. There they had 120 students— 
noble Lord and the First Lord of the | 60 men and 60 women. All the women 
Treasury carried out. Personally, he| were attached to a hostel presided over 
rather looked upon this question from | by an excellent head. The complaint in 
an educational than a religious point | this case was that they did not get a 
of view, and, although the suggestion | sufficient grant. Instead of having from 
which came from the First Lord of the | £54 to £50, they simply got £35 for 
Treasury would not be a complete|the male and £30 for the female 
solution, it would go a long way towards students, and as they paid £10 each 
securing that training of teachers which | for fees it was a beggarly system, for the 


educationists had fought for for a long | students could hardly afford to live om 
time. ‘that sum. They ought to feed their 


students well and attach a great deal 


*Eart PERCY said that what he said|more importance to their physical 
was that he should like training colleges | condition. He wished to translate this. 
thrown open to all denominations, but | Bill into a reality by co-ordinating primary 
if they compelled them to adopt this and secondary education, and surely it 


course he was afraid that they would W% the best thing, in the interests of 
close them altogether. | elementary education, that the teachers 


'of our elementary schools should be 
, | trained in the University alongside of 
h ps baer JONES said that he the teachers in our zane: Me “Wheoks: 

ad been supplied recently with figures | -ppi, proposal would destroy for ever 
showing last en aha result in regard to ‘the line of demarcation between the 
all the candidates who got King’s ‘elementary and the higher system. 
Scholarships. Although the accommo-| ‘Teachers’ would be able to become 
dation in the Church of England | inspestors, and good men they were as 
Colleges was for 1,300, only 370 of them | inspectors. Why did they not get more ? 
were applicants of the first class. Of | Simply because a stigma was attached to- 
the Roman Catholic accommodation for | elementary education. The University 
140 there were 35 applicants in the first | man said, “Once an elementary teacher, 
class; in the Wesleyans, out of 117 there | always an elementary teacher.” Surely 
were 47 in the first class; but in the | it was time to destroy that. demarcation, 
ease of the unsectarian colleges there | and if this was to be a real educational 
was accommodation for only 407, | Bill, nothing could be done for its 
although there were 485 applicants, or reality more than by providing for the 


Earl Percy. 
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training of teachers adequately and 
properly. He heard the suggestion of 
the First Lord of the Treasury with 
delight, because it provided in the future 
for the equipment of a greater number of 
teachers who had the best culture of 
England and Wales. He was sure that 
his hon. friend opposite, the Warden 
of All Souls, would agree with him 
that Normal school students who went 
to Oxford were leaders in the Union 
debates, in the football field, and in 
the cricket field, and that they carried off 
some of the best prizes in the university. 
The First Fellow of the University 
of Wales was a Normal student and 
schoolmaster. These hostels were catholic 
in their tendency. The lady who took 
the Exhibition at London University three 
years ago as the best in all England was 
a Jewess, and she was formerly a school- 
mistress at the hostel at Aberystwith. 
He believed she was now the mistress of 
a Jewish free school. What he wished to 
show was that this was the best opening 
for the higher education and training of 
teachers. In the hostel at Aberystwith 
there were Churchmen, Roman Catholics, 
Quakers, Methodists, and Jews. 
were Church people they were helped by 
Church people, and if they were Non- 
conformist and sectarian they were helped 
by the sectarians in the town. It was 
desirable to avoid the overlapping which 
would occur in some districts if the 
counties provided training colleges. A 
training college in’ the real sense must be 
a national institution. He did not agree 
with his right hon. friend the Member for 


South Aberdeen that they should build | 
Let them emphasise the | 


more colleges. 
university colleges. 


Mr. BRYCE: I greatly prefer the 
university college system. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES said he had mis- 
taken the right hon. Gentleman. The al- 
ready existing training colleges in Darling- 
ton and Durham had affiliated themselves 
with the Newcastle and Durban univer- 
sity. 


future, found that if they wanted good 


teachers they must have them with a | 


university training. Some prophet had 
said that we were going to bea mighty 
nation, and that we were going to heat 


Germany and America in the field of | 


commerce by getting the best brain 
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among the working classes. If we wished 
to do that, we must begin at the founda- 
tion, and that was the elementary school, 
and there the teachers must be men oi 
the best culture, whose influence would 
permeate those who were to be the 
citizens of the best nation in the world. 





If they | 


These were Church colleges, so | 
that their Church friends, looking to the | 


Stir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) said it was a pity that these 
| colleges were not, on their first initiation, 
open to all; but they must deal in this 
| world with facts as they found them. 
| No doubt it was assumed that training 
|colleges representing dissenting bodies 
| would also be started, and therefore 
| those who wished to keep the training 
‘colleges as they were could not be 
| blamed for their exclusion. What they 
/wanted to know was what the new 
authorities were to do when this very 
|simple task was imposed upon them. 
|He must say that the speech of the 
‘right hon. Gentleman had cleared the 
‘air enormously with regard to this 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman had 
'met both sides of the House with 
liberality, fairness, and justice, and 
| with a thorough comprehension of the 
‘difficulties of the case. One aspect 
of the case which had not been con- 
‘sidered sufficiently by the Committee 
was the prospective advantages and 
disadvantages of the residential training 
college, the day training college, or the 
hostel suggested by the First Lord of the 
Treasury. He had a very firm belief 
that the residential training college 
would not in the end prove suitable to 
the wants of the counties. He venture“ 
to think that, from a practical point of 
view, the counties would have seriously 
to consider whether they would have 
residential training colleges at all, and 
whether they would not have to fall 
back on the system of day training 
colleges, or those hostels suggested by 
his right hon. friend. This was one of 
| those questions which required far more 
consideration than could be given to it 
by the debates in this House. They 
must not discharge from their view the 
necessity of religious training in these 
colleges. With regard to this difficulty, 
he begged to return his most earnest 
‘thanks to his right hon. friend for the 
statement he made with reference to the 
| eee Committee on Education, 
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of which he had the honour to be chair- 
man. He could assure the House that, 
whatever were the problems placed before 
the Consultative Committee, these were 
dealt. with by the Committee in no party 
spirit or feeling. All these matters 
were only looked at with reference to 
what was good for education. 


*(4.3.) Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.) said that the ques- 
tion was, what were the Government 
going to do with this Amendment? The 
Committee had been placed in a position 
which, he ventured to say, it ought not 
to have been placed in. ‘One of the 
chief chapters in a Bill of this kind 
ought to have been the inclusion of a 
plan for the education of our teachers ; 
but it was a remarkable thing that that 
circumstance had been overlooked alto- 
gether. 
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applied to universities and other institu- 
tions which were originally strictly 
denominational, not to be applied to train- 
ing colleges 1 The fact of admitting to 
the universities men of any opinion or no 
opinion or all opinions, where they came 
together and got to know one another, 
had been extremely beneficial ; and why 
was that system to be objected to here! 
He admitted that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made suggestions that night 
which there was no doubt would be very 
beneficial in the creation of new colleges, 
and so far as that went he would be very 
og if these suggestions were carried out. 

e hoped that the Committee would see 
|in print some form or other in which 
| that was to be done. But that was to 
apply only to new institutions. The 
| question in hand, however, was, what 
were the Government going to do with the 





| colleges and training institutions which 
| now existed? Why were they not to be 


| utilised for the benefit of all? What was 

Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: You have not | the foundation of this claim of monopoly 
read it. | in these institutions, which were, to an 
| enormous percentage, supported by public 

*Smr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Will} funds? That was the question. He 


the right hon. Gentleman point out to me | could not conceive an argument which 
what is the provision of the Bill which at | could support such a contention. Take 
all corresponds, in any sense, to the sug-| King’s College, which received a grani 


| from public money. He was responsible, 
| when in office, for the distribution of that 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They do not | grant, and acted on the principle that a 
require any change in the Bill. © college which excluded professors who 
| were not members of the Church of 

*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: No/| England should not receive a grant. 
change in the Bill! Is there to be no| His successors. however, reversed that 
clause to carry out these suggestions ? _— decision; but the remarkable thing was 
| that King’s College itself found that it 
could not proceed on that basis without 
| injuring itself as an educational institu- 


gestions he made tonight ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: IE | 
that is so, then I confess that that makes 
the matter all the more unsatisfactory. 
There ought to be some security for the 
training of the teachers. He had been | 
extremely glad to hear the opinion of 
the noble Lord the Member for South 
Kensington, and that very high au-| 
thority on education the right hon. | 
Member for Dartmouth. They were | 
not of the opinion of the right hon. 
Gentleman that the admission to all 
these existing training colleges of persons 
not of the particular persuasion of those 
who had founded them would be an act 
of spoliation. It would be nothing of 
the kind. Why was the principle which was ' 


Sir W. Hart Dyke. 


tion. The consequence was that the 
principle of a denominational test was 
withdrawn by the college itself under one 
of its statutes, because it had education- 
ally operated so injuriously to the college. 
Educationally and nationally it was an 
evil and an unjust thing to draw this 
denominational line and give large sums 
of money and building grants to these 
denominational institutions He main- 
tained that there was no foundation for 
this claim for a monopoly, and it was 
intolerable that such a claim should be 
made. He held that it was a fatal blot 
on the Bill that the training of teachers, 
im” respect of a great proportion of the 
citizens of this country, should be 
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deliberately excluded from a great | England training colleges in the first 
number of institutions supported by | place, and the considerable sums paid by 
public money. He supported the | the State for maintenance in the second ; 
Amendment. but he had gone down yh one of the 
; training colleges and m some in- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he agreed | quiries and it was shown to him that 
with the right hon. Gentleman that in the | ¢},;, hardship was only apparent. He 
discussion on the previous night the Bill | .. 5 told that he might defy anyone to 
was before the Committee they had | produce a case of a first class Noncon- 
travelled very widely from the strict | {5 -mist King’s Scholar who, being re- 
form of the Amendment before them. | fysed at a Church training college, had 
He did not blame anyone in this matter, | failed to get taken in at some other 
because a had - henge 9 chief | training college. All these training col- 
sinners. He had taken the wider scope | jeses were absolutely full, and it was only 
given to the discussion as an opportunity | fi; that when a vacancy occurred they 
for making a statement. He did hope, | should have the right of selection among 
however, that the matter should not go! t}oce who were pari passu. He sup- 
much farther; that they should now | o:ted the Amendment 
return to the strict limits of the Amend- pe ; 
ment and decide upon it. | (4.20.) Mr, BROADHURST (Leicester) 
: ‘said let the colleges teach whatever 
1 ee ate Ngai | catechism they thought proper: all the 
aeotion. because there were a consider- | eg agers paappente ctioytiranriy 
able number of Irishmen there. He | ; 
knew that Catholics would always insist | ee — ecg poe erg 
i egies teining being given . to: If that : int ea pce ndadueith he 
their teachers ; and this Bill as it stood | ld ae ae ; - he G : 
removed a grievance which Catholics had | oe ‘er ae - ate A spy om 
in regard to the religious training of ee en P pty aR 2 =n | 
teachers. Few hon. Gentlemen in the | * o by " h ble L Ti ae aia 
House would send their children to | fo s A pe noble Lord ¢ ty ig 
schools and training schools which were | me — dis ee eee of 94 
not of the same denomination as them- | liv diffteul d th h 
tr, and why ot lion She por ko do, Tago ily, end that. gece, was 
é same o attempt to adopt the | ; : : 
aystem of the Amendment would be to | Goes - ag Peet: ange = 
break down the entire educational system. weer one: Sanne a — h 
It ky much better to allow denomina- Heo . suiiite dua thy Sahin 0 
tional teachers to be brought up together | _) eer } 
and receive the same religious training. | ieee a ge ge age a ” 
That might be done, but he submitted | (,, advantages of those institutions. 
that the time to do it was when the/m. First Lord of the Treasury had 
religious views of the children were! ow a oreat opportunity ia ioe 
formed. [Cheers from the Conservative J o¢ the eight gg ie Tes aa ae g 
Benches.] Hon. Memberswho cheered did | himself from all complications, contracts, 
not send their children to schools which | ang understandings that he might have 
were controlled by different religious | entered into with any particular section 
views to their own. The question of of the community, and stand forth in 
hostels attached to university colleges | this House, and, by acceding to this 
might be the solution of a much larger | Amendment, make a great name and 
question, but was not a solution to this. reputation for himself as a Minister not 
4 - |of a Party but of the nation. There was 
Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) said he, now a strong inclination on the Con- 
amongst others, had sympathised greatly | servative side of the House to listen to 
with the hardship of what had been| this grievance and concede this measure 
¢alled the policy of exclusion, especially | of justice, for which the Nonconformists 
having regard to the considerable sums| had so long appealed in vain. He 
advanced by the State for the Church of | supported the Amendment. 





963 Education {COMMONS} Bill. 964. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- | Councils going towards State established 
sex, Horsham) expressed some sympathy | denominational education. The Amend- 
with the object of the Amendment, | ment which the hon. Member had moved, 
recognising the disadvantage under that the Amendment of his hon. friend 
which undenominational youths enter- ‘the Member for East Northamptonshire 
ing the teaching profession suffered. | should be confined exclusively to colleges 
It was _not due to the perversity | to be established in the future, would not 
of Parliament, nor to the youths! be very useful to the Nonconformists, 
themselves, but to the force of circum- If it were successful, they would be ex- 
stances. There seemed to be a greater | cluded from the thirty-six colleges 
cohesive power among the denomina- | already in existence, and it was very 
tionalists, as a result of which they had | goubtiul whether any more denomina- 
stepped in, and, if they had not covered | tional colleges would be built in the 
all the ground, had gone a considerable | ¢,+ ure so that the concession would be 


way towards it, and done far more than | absolutely worthless. They asked that 
anyone else in providing training colleges. | 


Was it to be wondered at that, when they | 
had sufficient candidates for admission | 
belonging to their own denomination, | 


was to be built in the future, if it was 
supported out of public funds, should a 


| religious test be necessary. The hon. 


they should be given the preference? In| Sl emaher for. Pacelnes hed auld ahah teat 


a sense, no doubt, these institutions were | colleges were supported “in a sense” by 


supported out of public money. “In & public money, and compared them with 


sense ; ” but so were the War Office and | the War Office clerk, who, he had said, 


the Admiralty clerks, whose salaries were | : ae 
paid by the State. The argument that | bey = oupported ee es ay ae 


Ce 'a sense.’’ But these colleges were sup- 
these training colleges were supported out | ported out of public money in the 


of public money was one of the most futile | most practical sense in the world. He 


and silly ever advenced. He had some | admitted that the concession made by 


sympathy with the Amendment, but he | . 
thought it went too far. If it were con- | ns Pee ie Se Seen eS 


fined in its operation to schools, colleges | suaausitens whi sity = a 
and classes to be provided for iy | for for years. He had himself moved for 


; ..; | it on one or two occasions, but had never 
future by the new education authorities, | ie able to make any ‘impression on 
oe ming ee oe He was ae a | eitherthe First Lordorthe Vice-President. 
ee re Pes eves Wer ee! she waitingfor many years, they had got 
establish ment of denominationalteaching; | thie ne ed tee ‘very wal cab 


» wll hha fete = Mew ene yp neon | cession, which simply placed the students 


eee 'of day training colleges— where they 
they must be purely undenominational. | senutvul a better sddattien ee re- 


But he thought it would be a grave in-| |: . 

saaaht ceived a grant of £75, upon the same 
er ‘s apply ve ema 8 oe . the | jevel as the students of the residential 
existing denominational training culleges, | ne : inferi 
wh ch did good work for the State, and | colleges—where they received an inferior 
were entitled to be paid for it. He 


a year, and that only where there was 
therefore moved to amend the Amend- | a hostel. Such a condition would limit 


bd Pb = ta ase | t 
ment by omitting the words “‘ or aided. |the concession very considerably. In 


| the first instance, the concession only 
Amendment, to leave out the words “oz | amounted to £14,000, but, limited as 


aided.” —(Mr. Heywood Johns‘one.) ‘it now was, it only came to £7,000. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 


| But surely, in such a case as this, the 


Question proposed, “That the words | buying off of the Nonconformist con- 


‘or aided’ stand part of the proposed | science, the right hon. Gentleman might 
Amendment.” have appraised it at a somewhat higher 


‘price. This concession had the vice of 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | all Government concessions. Like Mr. 
Boroughs) said the hon. Member who Dombey, the Government seemed to 
had just spoken would not be in favour | think that they could do anything with 


of any of the grants by County! money; they had a golden plaister for 





in no college, whether it existed now or: 


educat'on—who received a grant of £90 
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every ill; money could buy off the Non- 
conformist conscience, and it could buy 
the agricultural equivalent for a con- 
science—he meant the antipathy to the 

yment of rates. But this concession 
did not remove a real and substantial 
grievance. They were not now fighting 
for the rights of Nonconformists: they 
were fighting for the public inte:est ; and 
it was against public interest that the 
thirty-one colleges maintained by the 
State for training students should be 
controlled by one sect. It was against 
the public interest that they should 
have these colleges at all on the basis 
of absolute sectarianism. The natural 
result was that teachers received inferior 
training, and that in itself was against 
the public nterest. The First Lord of 
the Treasury was under the impression 
that these training colleges contributed 
one-fourth of the expense ; as a matter 
of fact, the contribution to these resi- 
dential training colleges by the denomi- 
nationalists who controlled them was 
one-fourteenth of the total expenditure. 
And with regard to the different denomi- 
nations, the Church of England contri- 
buted exactly one-twentieth, the Catholics 
one-fifth, and the Wesleyans one-sixth. 
Therefore, with regard to the bulk of the 
colleges—the Anglican colleges—the de- 
nomination which had the exclusive 
advantage of them contributed one- 
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It was not enough to say that more 
money would be spent to help in the 
establishment of more colleges—and the 
right hon. Gentleman did not say even 
that. With this £7,000 the difficulty 
would still be as great. The difficulty of 
the day colleges was that they had no 


/accommodation ; the number of students 
could not possibly be increased by more 


twentieth of the cost of maintaining | 


them. That was grossly unfair. The 


right hon. Gentleman had said that they | 
had no right to force upon a denomina- | 


tion the education of students of another 
denomination unless that denomination 
wished it. That was true, but what the 
Treasury could do was to say: “At the 


present moment, nineteen-twentieths of | 


your funds come out of public money ;| 


you must treat the public fairly, or we, 


than a few hundreds. If the right hon. 
Gentleman offered to give funds to the 
day training colleges to extend their 
system, the pressure on the existing 
colleges might be relieved, but he did not 
do so. The system of segregation would 
be continued. This was practically the 
only opportunity the Committee had of 
discussing this important question, and 
he hoped the First Lord would listen to 
them with patience. For five years they 
had been trying to din this matter into 
his ears. 


Mr. A..J. BALFOUR: You discovered 
the grievance only five years ago. 


dis- 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: We 
covered it a good many years ago. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then why did 
not they [pointing to the Front Opposi- 
tion Bench| deal with it ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said they did 
do so. It was true the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Dartford Divi- 
sion started the principle of day colleges, 
but the extension and the really practical 
application of the principle was made by 
Mr. Acland. From a Government which 
gave £2,000,000 to the landlords, 
£100,000 a year towards the parsons’ 
rates, and £250,000,000 for a war, all that 
could be secured towards training teachers 
in undenominational colleges was a paltry 


as the representatives of the public, will | £7,000 a year. The principle which un- 


withhold the 
were done, the 


— grants.” If that derlay this clause--viz., that of sectarian 
oors would very soon be | control of public institutions—was one 


opened. These grants did not meet the which would be fought throughout the 


case at all. 


The right hon. Gentleman | Bill. 


The policy of dividing the nation 


had said he was prepared to go further | into theological castes was a thoroughly 


into the matter later on. 


That was im-/ mischievous one. 


The noble Lord the 


rtant, but what sort of an inquiry did | Member for Greenwich defended it on the 


propose? Would evidence be taken ? | only 


ssible ground when he declared 


Would it be a public or a secret Depart- | that the Church upheld the thirty-one de- 
mental inquiry, or what would it be?! nominational colleges because they believed 
Matters would be greatly facilitated if the | in segregating their students apart from 


Committee had information on that 


int. | those of other denominations. 


But the 


¢ principle under discussion would have | noble Lord seemed to forget that these 





967 Education 


institutions were training colleges, not 
monasteries. The country required not 
pedagogic friars, but teachers for the 
children. Ata time when Great Britain 
was competing with a country like the 
United States, where there were none of 
these denominational differences dividing 
the people into three or four theological 
camps, it was of the greatest importance 
that nothing should be done to extend 
that policy of segregation. Segregation 
had been a great failure and disaster 
wherever it had been tried. It had 
a good deal to do with the evils of 
Ireland, and it had been the mischief in 
France. It was the educational policy 
of the Empire to segregate the people 
dnto two or three theological camps, and 
as a result of that policy France during 
the last thirty years had been reaping 
an abundant harvest of strife, destruc- 
tion and trouble. The wise statesman- 
ship of Gambetta and others had broken 
down the barriers, and to that was 
attributable the recent triumphs of the 
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(4.57.) Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton), 
having had some experience as 4 
member of the Committees of two Church 
Training Colleges, desired to throw out 
a suggestion. Again and again he had 
seen cases of gross injustice under the 
existing system. Scores of students had 
had to give up the idea of entering 
the teaching profession, for which they 
were adinizatis fitted, because they 
could not squeeze their consciences into 
the particular form required by the 
denominational colleges. In cases where, 
by a great effort, they had been able 
to do so, the result had been to create a 
hatred instead of a love for the Church. 
Why should not a plan such as that in 
existence at Owen’s College, Manchester, 
be adopted? Why should not the hostels 
be denominational and the colleges 
undenominational? That, he thought, 
would be the true solution of the matter, 
The students would then be brought 
together in a catholic spirit, and the 
wholejclass of teaching would be improved, 


Republic. At a time when Germany, | because it was acknowledged that the 
France, andthe United States were break- | undenominational colleges were the 
ing down these barriers, and binding | best from a technical point of view. 
their peoples together in one educational |In this way they would get better 
whole, in the House of Commons they | colleges and, at the same time, the ad- 
were discussing a policy of segregation, vantage of religious association. As a 
and all they were offered to break it Churchman he did not believe it was at 
down was a paltry £7000. The sooner | all necessary to segregate Churchmen. 
the people mixed together the better,|On the contrary, he believed that the 
and no finer start could be made at| more they threw the Church open, the 
present than by the establishment of | more would the people come under its 
training colleges where there would be | influence. He did not think it was the 
no educational barriers. | true philosophy to shut up Church influ- 


: _,| ences, and it was much wiser to draw 
Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) said | people in by throwing open the doors 
tthe matter under discussion was a very | widely, which he thought was better for 


considerable grievance in his part of the | education generally. 
country, and he was glad the First | 


Lord of the Treasury had given it his | *Sm MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
rs mpathetic consideration. He admitted | University) said that he was ae that all 
the First Lord had done his best, = the | true educationists would rejoice at the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon had said, to | announcement made by the First Lord of 
satisfy the agricultural equivalent for a 4}, Treasury. He hoped the time was 
conscience, and he could not see why not far distant when the greater part of 
the hon. Member also should not | the training of teachers would be carried 
placated by the concession which had | on under University influence. Teachers 
been made. He regretted, however, that | were at present trained for their pro- 


‘tthe drum ecclesiastic had been beaten | : : ] 
so loudly on this and other Amend- |fession too serena ee 


be 
aint ‘Tha weveecetions af this | before they were what they ought to 


drum had reached the rural districts,| —™e" and women of the world. He 
’ | trusted that before long teachers would 


and it had not done the Church any | ray. " 
good, or made this Bill any more not be taught in little folds of their 
popular. own, but in the main at great centres 


Mr. Lloud-George. 
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of learning, in which he included pro- | students of different denominations used 
yincial colleges. That was why he wel-| the hostel, and he was quite convinced 
comed the proposal of the right hon. | that the students would resent their 
Gentleman, but his concession rendered the | being divided up into small groups and 
acceptance of the Amendment much more | being denied the advantages of associa- 
easy for him, for even if accepted the de-| tion with those of other communions. 
nominational colleges had little or nothing | The same was true of the other Uni- 
to fear. Perhaps the First Lord of the | versity Colleges in the Principality. The 
Treasury would ask why they should | Cardiff hostel was opened some seventeen 
make any change. They were at the | years ago, during which time it has been 
beginning of a new educational era, and | managed by three different Lady prin- 
they ought to start fair, and by starting | cipals, all members of the Church of 
fair he meant that they should do every- | England, notwithstanding the fact that 
thing in their power to develop both the Council of the College was over- 
kinds of education, that which was called | whelmingly Nonconformist in character. 
secular education, which was founded on | The concession made by the First Lord 
natural knowledge, and that other edu- | with regard to making provision for 
cation which was founded upon super-| erecting hostels in connection with Uni- 








natural knowledge. 
was in accordance with the noble Lord | 
who spoke a little while back, for he | 
believed that the welfare of this country | 
depends upon the full development of | 
both kinds of education. 
How were they to brin 
development of both kinds of education ? | 
He ventured to say that this could only | 
be done by letting each of them go their | 


Upon this point he | versity Colleges would go to remove 
the difficulty under which Nonconformist 
students at present suffered. 
regarded it as the most important con 
cession yet made, and he hoped that the 
| First Lord would make further advance 
about the full | in the same direction. 


Indeed, he 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 


versity) said that he wished to call atten 


own way, and especially recognising the | tion to the smallness of the question 


fact, that while it was good for the State | 
to regulate secondary education it was | 
most difficult, and always led to trouble, | 
when the State tried to interfere with | 
religion. If they were to have a prosper- 
ous education in the future, he ventured 
to think that they would now start fair 
by doing nothing which would prevent 
the ultimate separation of secular froin 
religious education, not that the one 
might grow at the expense of the other, 
but that both might be developed to 
their utmost. He ventured to suggest 
that this Amendment would be in that | 
direction, and would not interfere with 
true religious education in denomina- 
tional institutions, and yet would permit 
the freest development of other edu- 
cation by the State. 


Sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said he hoped the First Lord 
would not adopt the suggestion of the 
hon. Member for Bolton and provide for 
the maintenance of denominational hostels 
in connection with University Colleges. 
As one associated with the University 
College of South Wales, he could gladly 
testify to the fact that the hostel for 
women students in connection with the 


under discussion. There was nothing 
in this proposal which would affect the 
existing grant to denominational colleges, 
and they: were really: discussing not 
the question of State-aid to denomi- 
national *: training colleges, but the 
powers which it was proposed to throw 
on the local authority. An Amendment 
to the Amendment had been moved 
which would make it impossible for 
the local authority to start sectarian 
colleges. He believed that this Amend- 
ment would meet with general ap 
proval. There only remained the very 
small question whether the local autho- 
rities should be prohibited from aiding 
denominational or sectarian colleges. 
He did not think it mattered much 
whether the local authorities were em- 
powered to aid, or not empowered to 
aid, these denominational colleges, be- 
cause when they considered that every 
one of those colleges got 75 per cent.. 
of its expenses supplied by the Treasury, 
they would see that the local authority 
was not very likely to assist institutions. 
so largely assisted from other sources. 
The State aid was not in question, and 
the question was, whether it was worth: 





College was eminently successful. The 





while prolonging the discussion as to» 
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whether this overburdened local author- | so long as these colleges were supported 
ity should aid institutions which were | by the State they should insist upon these 
already supported to this extent. Pdegs. cm being carried out. It was 
; licy to insist that the young people 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan-| in the training colleges should not be 
shire, Mid) said that while he welcomed | S/owed | to associate there with any 
several of the speeches made on the oppo- | Seen’ of relic a In “thts ch prea 
site side, they had not yet been told what |. 5 cast ck Mere ttf pee fa 
te Gorerament ere roping to de uted they tl very te on th 
<p ’ | matter. le they admi € con- 

heard speeches from supporters of the | cession which had been made from a 


Government in favour ot the Amend-| ponetary point of view, that did not 
ment of his hon. friend, but they had diminish ag the slightest degree the 
not been informed by the Government | demand they made, as a matter of 
whether they accepted this proposal or | justice, to have this disability which had 
not. This Amendment admitted an | been hanging over their heads removed. 
important principle, which they had | 

been contending for all along. He was; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
very glad indeed to hear the views /did not think it was necessary to say 
expressed by the noble Lord the Member | much on the merits of the Amendment 
for South Kensington, because in these | to the Amendment. He did not suppose 
matters he had been in the habit of allying | any one contemplated that, in any of 
himself with the noble Lord the Member those educational institutions to be 
for Greenwich, He understood the noble | erected by the local authority, any 
Lord the Member for South Kensington | person would be excluded by the local 
to have expressed a desire to keep the | authority on account of his religious 
doors open to all these students, so that | belief. He did not see any objection to 
this hateful policy of segregation might | the words proposed being inserted, but 
be disposed of. .The arguments they this was not the place in the Clause to 


had used had already produced expres-| Make the Amendment. He suggested 
sions of opinion in favour of their that his hon. friend should withdraw the 


It was conceded that this Bill | Amendment, and move the insertion of 


dd not properly and adequately provide | words of similar import at the end of 


for the training of teachers. He would | line 12. If that were agreed to the 
|Committee might at once come to a 


not now discuss the amount, but one | YO" 

thing was not clear—they had not been | decision on the Amendment moved by 
told how these hostels were going to be | hon: Member for East Northampton- 
provided for. He agreed with what | °"* 

had been said in regard to the con-| Mr, HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
cession made by the First Lord of the| he would agree to the suggestion if the 
Treasury, but if the Opposition had not | hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
placed their views strongly before the | would also withraw his Amendment. 
Committee, even that concession would 

never have been made at all. So far} CoLronet WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
from the concession of the Government W.) said this Amendment could not 
diminishing his ardour for the Amend-| come in at the place proposed, because 
ment, he aceepted that concession as | the words proposed to be inserted would 
an indication of his consciousness that | govern the whole of the remaining words 
the Opposition were right. He did not be- | of the Clause. If hostels were provided 
lieve the right hon. Gentleman had gone | it would be perfectly possible for a 
so far as he would like to go, if cireum- | County Council to say that they would 
stances left free play to his own opinion. | pay part of the expenses of any local 
He agreed entirely with the statement | teacher if he would go toa hostel. There- 
that the more they attached the training | fore, he thought that, under the proposal 
of teachers to universities the better. | made by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
If they could dispose of all these small | it would be possible for local authorities 
training colleges, and provide proper pro- | to help deserving students, to whatever 
vision elsewhere, he had no objection, but | denomination they might belong. 


Sir William Anson. 


policy. 
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*Mr. CHANNING said he fully ap- 

reciated the suggestions of the hon. 
Member for the Horsham Division, but 
he could not withdraw his Amendment. 
It involved a definite principle, to which 
the hon. Member had, to his mind, given 
very strong support. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE asked 


leave to withdraw his. Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question again proposed, “‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


(5.22.) Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) said this was the first 
occasion on which the religious question 
in connection with the Bill had been 
raised in this House, and it was far 
more likely that they would discuss 
it with less acrimony if the views of 
everybody were made clear on a salient 
point like this. It was perfectly right 
to say that the action of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was likely to 
mitigate the grievance the Noncon- 
formists felt, but it would be a wrong 
impression if it were to be supposed 
that this compromise would be likely 
tosatisfy the Nonconformists to any 
extent. The more the concession of 
the right hon. Gentleman was discussed, 
the more trifling it appeared to be. 
There was at present a deficiency of 
places for something like 3,000 teachers. 
Did anyone pretend that the proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to find places for those 3,000 teachers, 
who required training at the present 
time? Looking at the proposal from 
the point of view of the amount of 
accommodation required, the money 
provided by the right hon. Gentleman 
was quite inadequate. They objected 
on this side of the House to the “‘sheep 
and the goats” theory in education— 
the dividing up of the teachers 
into religious denominations. At 
the present moment Parliament had 
a great opportunity. They were 
entering upon a new educational period, 
and they had now to lay down a policy 
with regard to the training of teachers 
from this time forward. Surely the 
tight policy was that which had been 
absolutely successful in the case of 
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Oxfori and Cambridge Universities, 
Parliament could in 1870 have done 
exactly with regard to the Universities 
what the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich had been asking them to do 
now, and could have left them in the 
hands of one denomination. The Earl 
of Carnarvon stated then that there 
would be no difficulty in Roman Catholics 
and Dissenters opening private halls. 
That was what the Government were 
asking the Nonconformists to be 
satisfied with now. The proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman would not supply 
the 3,000 new places, which would have 
to be found somewhere. Was it 
desirable that there should be thirty or 
forty colleges in England for training 
teachers—one for each county? Nobody 
wishes for that. It would be an 
extremely disadvantageous policy, even 
if the right hon. Gentleman’s plan were 
adopted of inviting some of the smaller 
adjoining counties to join and build one 
college. To his mind there was 
absolutely nothing else for it than that 
in this matter, as well as in other cases 
in which this question arose. The House 
should repudiate the doctrine that from 
separate colleges and schools supported 
out of the public funds either teachers or 
children should be excluded on denomina- 
tional grounds. i 
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Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 
said that as far as elementary edu- 


cation was concerned the State was 
prepared to pay for secular education 
in voluntary schools on condition that a 
conscience clause was in operation in 
such schools, and it did seem to him 
that the same principle should be 
upheld in the case of Training Colleges. 
The noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich the other night, using the terms 
in no offensive sense, said that he looked 
on Nonconformists as a foreign element 
to be excluded from Church training 
colleges. But if they were to uphold 
that opinion by voting against the 
Amendment, how could Churchmen take 
Government moneys in support of their 
training colleges, moneys which were 
largely contributed by Nonconformists ? 
Would not Nonconformists have a real 
grievance in the fact that they would 
be forcibly compelled to contribute 
towards the upkeep of institutions from 
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which they were excluded? As the! Dr. MACNAMARA said he wished to 
Member for Honiton said the other night,| make a comment on the right hon. 
he could not see how this Amendment | Gentleman’s financial proposal. As he 
could harm the Church, since denomina- | understood the First Lord of the Treg 
tional teaching would continue all the | sury, if the day student could be 
same. He had been impelled to take | maintained in the hostel, the grant was 
this view because, as a strong Church- | to be on the same scale as in the case of 
man, he was convinced that nothing | ‘the residential student under the Educa 


could so damage the Church as that, as 
a consequence of the passing of this | 
Bill, fair-minded Nonconformists should 


have cause to feel that they have been | 


treated with scanty justice. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) | 
said he was not at all surprised that | 
the hon. Gentleman should have spoken | 
of the way in which the Conscience | 
Clause was to be applied in the train- 
ing colleges in the future. He was 
quite prepared to admit that under the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord’s 


proposal as to new colleges, some might | 
uilt a considerable number of years | 


be 
hence. He could quite believe that it 
would be better for the Church to 


which he belonged to build twenty | 


hostels now than to build in the 


future one or two large colleges for. 


the training of their teachers. He put, 
it to the noble Lord the Member for the | 


Horncastle Division 
prepared to go down to h's constituents, 
the enormous majority of whom were 
Nonconformists, and say that the Govern- 


ment had refused to grant a Conscience | 
Clause to Nonconformist children wish- | 


ing to enter denominational training 
colleges. The noble Lord professed at 
Election times to be a great friend of 
Nonconformity. The chairman of his 
election committee was one. The noble 


Lord went to the Wesleyan Chapels on the | 


eve of the election, and he hoped it had 


done him much good. What was the | 


noble Lord going to say to these Dis- 
senters when he went to see them? It 
was not sufficient that they might erect | 
hostels in future. The fact remained 
that there were upwards of forty train- 


ing colleges, nearly .the whole of which | 


were denominational. The children wish- 
ing to go into them were largely Non- 
conformist children, but they refused to 
allow them to go in without compelling 
them to submit to a sectarian test. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What about 
the students in the Wesleyan colleges ? 
Mr. Mildmay. 


whether he was | 


‘tion Code. 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that that 
was so. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
grant to residential students was £50 
for men and £35 for women. The 

rant for day students was £25 for men 
|and £20 for women. The latter grant 
| was increased in each case by £10, as he 
understood the right hon. Gentleman's 
| proposal, making the total grant to day 
students £35 for men and £30 for women. 
The grant in respect of 684 men and 
742 women, would amount to £32,000, 
or an increase of 16 per cent. The offer 
of the right hon. Gentleman, therefore, 
‘seemed to him to be a much 
larger concession than many of his 
| friends seemed to think. He wished to 
say, with great respect, that he thought 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
/man, that the building grants to de 
nominational colleges had been with- 
drawn, was scarcely correct. It was only 
half a truth to say that the local 
authorities and denominational colleges 
were now in the same position, neither 
having a building grant, for the building 
grants had been withdrawn, only after 
all the denominational colleges had been 
built. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman was really mistaken, unless 
he had been greatly misinformed. No 
building grant existed when the last 
denominational college was built. 


| Dr. MACNAMARA admitted that one 
‘small college, St. Gabriel, had been built 
without any such grant; but twenty- 
nine such church colleges had been built 
at the cost of £300, and of that sum 
the State had found £100,000. Was 
there any proposal to give a grant of 
£100,000 to build these hostels? The 
maintenance scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman was admirable and would 
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largely meet the difficulty; but where | from other sources, 2s.; Government 
were the grants to come from for the | grants £4,453 19s. 2d—so that of the 
building of those hostels which, when in | entire income of £5,793 of this college, 
existence, would meet this grievance to the Church furnished £233, or 4 per cent. 
such alargeextent. In reply tothe state- , That distinctly seemed to him to be too 
ment of the hon. Member for North St. narrow a basis on which to maintain that 
Pancras that never, under any circum- | they should put this denominational ring 
stances, had a first-class King’s scholar | fence round these colleges. 

ever failed to be able to get admis-| ’ : 

sion to a training college, he must say | Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) expressed his 


that the hon. Member was very, very | Tegret that the Government had not 
. seen their way to accept the Amend- 


eatly mistaken. ty 
td Y |ment. He hoped that those who man- 


Mr. MOON said he had made the | aged the diocesan colleges and the 
statement on authority, but he was | English Church would show more good 


much obliged for the correction of the | Sense with regard to the future of the 
hon. Gentleman, and would be glad to | Church than had been shown by those 
who managed their affairs in the House. 

| He spoke as a strong Churchman, and 
Dr. MACNAMARA said he would | he thought that the Church had seldom 
supply the hon. Member with full! enjoyed a greater opportunity than had 
particulars, which he had laid in full| been afforded by this Amendment. He 
before the Committee which met in the | intended to vote for the Amendment. 
National Society’s Hall under the Chair- | The practical working of it would be that 
manship of the Archbishopof Canterbury, | the Church would be the trainers of 


receive further particulars. 


of nine first-class King’s scholars who | 
failed to get into a training college because | 
of their lack of the denominational | 
test. There was another case of a girl, 

who was number 237 in the first-class list, | 
who failed to get admission to a training | 
college because she was a Nonconformist. | 
She had to mark time and wait years | 
and try to improve her position in the | 
list. Yet during those years 2,781 | 
candidates of the second class had been 

taken into the Truro Training College. | 
He did trust that the right hon. Gentle- | 
man would investigate this question. | 
Grateful as he was for the concession of 
the First Lord, which would mean a 
sum of £25,000 in the first instance, it 
did not meet at all the grievance which 
would still exist in the fact that they 
had got institutions which weresupported 
out of the public funds to the extent 
of four-fifths of their maintenance, 
and which had been permitted to restrict 
admission to them to Church of England 
children. He had put his case last week 
very fairly and moderately, but he would 
quote the figures regarding Culham Dio- 
cesan College in Oxfordshire. The total 
income of that college was, for the year 
ending June 30, 1901, £5,797 18s. 11d. ; 
made up of subscriptions from individuals, 
£53; subscriptions from Diocesan Boards, 
£180; students’ fees, £927 16s.; from 
sale of books to students, £183 1s. 9d. ; 
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the school teachers of this country, and 
if anybody told him that bringing a few 
members of other sects into a diocesan 
college would have any effect whatever 
on the teaching or sentiment of the 
college, they must have a very small 
opinion of the Church. 


Mr. BLACK (Banfishire) said he failed 
to see that this House was actuated by 
reason in attempting to deal with 
this question. Everyone who had 
spoken had condemned the proposal 
for which this Amendment was sup- 
posed to be the antithesis and the 
remedy, but nobody had given a reason 
for so doing. The only argument that 
had been adduced on the other side of 
the House was that of the First Lord 
of the Treasury, and that argument was 
that to give effect to this Amendment 
would mean spoliation. In his opinion 
that argument was wrong, and there- 
fore he supported the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


(5.53.) Question put, “That the 


Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 240 ; 
Noes, 158. (Division List No. 268.) 
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Beresford,Lord Charles William | Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Bignold, Arthur | Gore,Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Bond, Edward | Gore,Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Boulnois, Edmund | Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Boustield, William Robert | Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | Greene,Sir EW(B’ry S Edm’nds 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Brassey, Albert | Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu | Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Brotherton, Edward Allen | Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. | Hain, Edward 


| Hall, Edward Marshall 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Butcher, John George | Hambro, Charles Eric 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Heath, James (Staffords, N. W.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Heaton, John Henniker 
Chapman, Edward Helder, Augustus 
Charrington, Spencer Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Coddington, Sir William Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E.) 
ope Douglas Harry | Hogg, Lindsay 

Colom b,SirJohn CharlesReady | Hope,J.F.(Sheflield, Brightside) 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Horner, Frederick William 
Compton, Lord Alwyne Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas | Hoult, Joseph 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Howard,Jno.(Kent,Faversham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Cranborne, Viscount | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Crossley, Sir Savile Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles - | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chatham Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop) 
Dickson, Charles Scott Kimber, Henry 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Knowles, Lees 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon | Lawrence,SirJ oseph(Monm’th) 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | Lawson, John Grant 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lecky,Rt.Hon.WilliamEdw.H. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Lee, Arthur H.(Hants,Fareham 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Bull, William James 
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Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,§.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

acdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 
| Manners, Lord Cecil 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt Hn SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,J ohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
| Morgan,DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
, Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford) 
| Mount, William Arthur 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Volan, Col. John P. (Galway,N.) 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Pemberton, John S. G. 
| Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford: 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse} 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col.Edw.d. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Seely,Maj.J.E. B. (Isleot Wight) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 








| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
| Smith, H C(North’mb.Tyneside 


Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs., 
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Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert ; 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Banes, Major George Edward 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Crombie, John William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 


(6.8.) 


{7 Jury 1902} 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 





Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 


NOES. 


| Hayne,'Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Kennedy, Patrick James 
| Kitson, Sir James 
| Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 
| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leamy, Edmund 
| Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur, William \ Cornwall) 
M‘Govern, T 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mather, Sir William 
| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murphy, John 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
' O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien,Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
| O’Malley, William 
| O’Shee, James John 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham) 


9 


- 


9 


= 


N 


Bul. 982 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.{B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





| Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Perks, Robert William 
| Philipps, John Wynford _ 
Price, Robert John 
| Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
| Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Runciman, Walter 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C.R (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
| Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings) 
| Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Woodhouse,Sir J T(Huddersf’d 
| Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen. 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘That those words be there inserted.” 
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The Committee divided 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 


Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 


Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beresford, Lord Charles William 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster,Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. ) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gore, Hon. S. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Grittith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


{COMMONS} 


:—Ayes, 161; Noes, 245. 


AYES, 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 

| Holland, Sir William Henry 

| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Hoult, Joseph 

| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Johnston, William (Belfast) 

| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 

| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 

| Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 

Langley, Batty 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leese, Sir J oseph F./ Accrington 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Mather, Sir William 





| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Middlemore, Jno. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| Palmer,SirCharlesM.( Durham) 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
NOES. 
Bain, Colonel James Robert . 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
| Beach,Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 





Bill. 
(Division List? No. 269.) 
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Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries: 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee). 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwieh (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton {Lines 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. Jobn G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(Northants. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-(Hastings) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T (H uddersf’d 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. William M‘Arthur and. 
Mr. Causton. 





Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert} | 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis} 





Brassey, Albert 
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Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Brotherton, Edward Allen | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh.) Hambro, Charles Eric 

Bull, William James | Hamilton,Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Burke, E. Haviland- Hayden, John Patrick 
Butcher, John George | Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) | Heaton, John Henniker 
Carew, James Laurence | Helder, Augustus 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Hoare, Sir Samuel 


{7 JuLy 1902} 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William ~ | Hogg, Lindsa 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 


| Horner, Frederick William 

| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Howard, Jno.(Kent,Faversham 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
| Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 

| Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas | Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
ranborne, Lord | Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Kennedy, Patrick James 
Crossley, Sir Savile Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Kimber, Henry 

Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham , King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Delany, William Knowles, Lees 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond | Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott Lawson, John Grant 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Leamy, Edmund 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Lecky,Rt.Hon. William Edw.H. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Donelan, Captain A. | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Doogan, P. C. | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Fardell, Sir T. George | Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r Lucas, Keginald J.(Portsmouth 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Macdona, John Cumming 
Finch, George H. | MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas | Maconochie, A. W. 

Fisher, William Hayes | MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- | M‘Govern, T 

Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon M‘Kean, John 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Majendie, James A. H. 

Flower, Ernest Manners, Lord Cecil 

Flynn, James Christopher Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. | Maxwell,Rt.Hn.SirH.E(Wigt’n 
Galloway, William Johnson | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Gardner, Ernest | Mooney, John J. 

Garfit, William | More, Robt. J asper(Shropshire) 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(City of Lond. | Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow | 


Gordon,Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) | Morrison, James Archibald 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets | Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Gore,HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | Mount, William Arthur 
Gorst,Rt.Hon.Sir John Eldon | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | Murphy, John 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Greene, SirE. W(B’ry S Edmn’ds | Myers, William Henry 
‘Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Greville, Hon. Ronald | Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N.) 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
‘Guthrie, Walter Murray ' O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute | 
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| O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
| O'Malley, William 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| O’Shee, James John 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman. Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
| Rankin, Sir James _ 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
| Ritchie, Rt.Hon.Chas.Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely,Maj.J. E. B. (Isleof Wight) 
| Seton-Karr, Henry 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington ‘ 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Ed wardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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* Tue CHAIRMAN ruled thatthe next! *THeCHAIRMAN said he quite under 
Amendment on the Paper, in the name stood the position of the right hon, 
of the hon. Member for South Molton, Gentleman. He wished to define the 
to omit the words of the first sub-section expression used in the Rill as being any 
of the clause after “shall,” in order to school where the catechism or formu- 


insert “exclude any school or college 
where any religious catechism or re- 
ligious formulary which is distinctive of 
any religious denomination is taught,” 
had been disposed of by the Resolution 
at which the Committee arrived on the 
first sub-clause. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) suggested that if the sub-clause 


had been omitted, the County Council | 


would have had a free handin dealing 
with this matter. The Committee 
having decided, however, that the 
Council should not have a free hand, 
and that a certain direction should be 
imposed as to the application of the 
money, what he proposed by his Amend- 
ment was merely another application of 
the money. 

Mr. BRYCE said that if his recollec- | 
tion was correct, the sub-clause was put | 


only to a certain word, in order that the 
right to move subsequent Amendments | 
might be reserved. 


| 


lary of any particular denomination was 

|taught. That Question was in order, 
_and would be raised by the Amendment 
‘of the hon. Member for the Flint 
Boroughs. 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE said that was 
‘hardly so. The Amendment of the lon, 
Member for the Flint Boroughs simply 
| proposed to substitute the words “re- 
cow catechism or formulary’’ for the 
words “ particular form of religion,” but 
‘it did not propose to exclude a school 
‘which did teach a religious catechism. 
The latter was the objection of the hon. 
Member for South Molton, and it was 
' something very different. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN thought he might 
|make the position clear by recalling to 
the Committee the speech of the hon. 
Member for Ipswich in moving the 
rejection of the sub-clause. The ground 
on which the hon. Member urged the 
Committee to accept his Amendment 


'was that no public money should be 


| given toan institution which taught any 


' *Tae CHAIRMAN said that did not | 
apply to Amendments which negatived | 


or gave religious 


worship 
raised the whole 


religious 
That 


instruction. 


the principle of the sub-clause. The prin- | question, and it was disposed of by the 
ciple of the sub-clause was that the Coun- | decision of the Committee that sub 


cils should not consider or interfere with 
thereligious or the non-religious character 
of any of these institutions. The Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member was that the 
Council should exclude any school or 
college where any religious catechism 
or formulary distinctive of any religious 
denomination was taught. 
directly to negative the principle of the 
sub-clause. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) pointed out that the 
Amendment referred only to catechisms 
and formularies, and was really an 
attempt to introduce into the Bill the 
Cowper-Temple Clause. It referred, not 
to general religious teaching, but to the 
teaching of definite formularies and 
catechisms, which was a _ well-known 
distinction in the days of the 1870 
measure. 


That seemed | 


| clause ] should stand. 
| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS(Flint Boroughs) 
| was under the impression that the state- 
| ment previously made in Committee was 
| to the effect that the question should be 
|discussed on the proposal to omit the 
words “or shall not.” As to his own 
Amendment, that was simply an alter- 
native form of words, unless the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Swansea, 
to omit the word “ not,’ were incor- 
porated with it. If that incorporation 
were allowed, it would certainly raise 
the question in the form in which he 
believed the Committee desired it to be 
raised. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said that that 
question had already been considered 
and decided by the Committee. The 
same observation applied to other 
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Amendments on the Paper, the next | the character of the religious instruction 
posal in order being that of the hon. | or worship, but a particular formula. 
ember for Flint Boroughs. Therefore, from the hon. Gentleman’s 
‘ | point of view—with which he agreed— 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS then moved | he strongly resisted the Amendment as 
to omit “particular form of religious) °M® Narrowing the undenominational 
in order to| character of the Bill, and he hoped the 


instruction or worship,” : 
insert “ religious catechism or formulary | hon. Member would not press it. 


which is distinctive of any particular | 
denomination.” His Amendment simply| Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (York, W.R., 
proposed another, and, as he thought, | Morley) did uot consider the words 
a better, form of words in the place | “particular form” sufficiently clear, 
of that appearing in the Bill. The! and suggested that some other phrase 
words were taken from the Welsh | should be substituted. He recollected 
Intermediate Education Act, and had) when the words “particular form” 
been found to work well in actual | were first discussed, and he remembered 
practice. He therefore begged to move. | the hon. Member for Tonbridge expressed 
'the opinion that those words covered 
Amendment moved — _what he called undenominational teach- 
tess 4 6 es th |ing. Several other hon. Members had 
ause 4, page 2, line 10, to leave out | expressed the view that those words 


‘particular form of religious instruction or | x oe ‘ 
worship,’ in order to insert ‘religious catechism | referred only to distinctly denomina- 


or formulary which is distinctive of any | tional teaching. In the course of his 
os denomination.’” — (Mr. Herbert remarks just now, the right hon. 
J Gentleman did not give any indication 

Mr. LAMBERT said that as, ac-|°f what he meant by the words “ par- 
cording to the ruling of the Chair- | ticular form.” Two distinct meanings 
man, this Amendment raised the| had already been given to those words, 
‘and, in his opinion, any educational 


same question, he would be able to| 


make upon it the same speech he had | #Uthority called upon to interpret the 
intended to make in moving his own | ™¢4n!ng of “particular form” would 
proposed Amendment. F be under a very serious difficulty indeed. 
| Therefore he thought that in any case 

q aris ithe right hon. Gentleman would have 
THe CHAIRMAN said his remarks | to seek fresh words in order to make 
must have been extremely obscure if| his meaning clear to the County 
they conveyed that impression. The! (Councils, and if this Amendment did 
Amendment of the hon. Member for not carry out this intention, some words 
Flint Boroughs was in order because it | would have to be sought to give a clear 
suggested a different form of words in| and definite meaning to the Clause. 
the place of that in the Bill. As he| Words which could be interpreted by hon. 
understood the hon. Member for South | Gentlemen opposite in one direction, 
Molton, he now desired to argue that | and by hon. Gentlemen on the opposite 
any school in which a particular form of |side in a directly opposite direction, 
religious instruction or worship Was could not be considered satisfactory. 
taught should be excluded and receive |The effort to put this Clause in such 
no grant. That certainly would not be|_ mandatory form, had led to some 
in order. 'confusion, which he thought it would 
be very difficult to clear up. When 

(6.30.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said | they introduced a mandatory instruction 
that as the Bill stood, it was impossible ‘they at once got into difficulties, but if 
for the County Council to raise the they had given the same freedom to the 
question of a particular form of religious | , 4h ority which they boasted of in 
instruction or worship in giving their | regard to secondary education, in 


grant. If the hon. Gentleman’s words | og P 
were substituted, they could only be|Teference to religious education the 
debarred from imposing a condition | Government would never have got into 


when the point in question was not | this difficulty. 





991 Education 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that | 


they were all agreed as to the object 
to be attained. The whole object of | 
these words was to prohibit the County 
Council from making it a condition | 
that a school which was subsidised | 
should teach any kind of dogma! 
applicable to any special form of | 
religion. He did not think the words 
quite covered this object, for a 
dogma was not a form of religious 
instruction. He took it that they 
might convey a dogma applicable to 
a particular religion so long as they 
did not. convey it in a_ special 
form. He suggested the adoption of the 
words upon this point from the Welsh 
Act, of which they had already had ten 
years experience, and which had worked 
well. Hethought it might be possible 
for them to incorporate both the words 
of the Welsh Act and the words suggested 
in the Amendment. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
that that addition was quite unnecessary, 
and he could not accept the Amend- | 
ment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked for a 
definition of the words “ perticular form.” 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
called attention to the protest made by 
the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes with 
regard to this very question at one of 
the hospitals under the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act. 


(6.40.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
the hon. Member was quite wrong 
because the case he had alluded to had 
nothing whatever to do with the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS said this only 
showed how necessary it was to stand by 
the Government and not allow hon. Mem- 
bers from Wales to interfere upon this 
question. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE denied that 
the case alluded to by the hon. Member 
for East Finsbury had anything to do 
with the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act, and said the hon. Member ought 
to make himself acquainted with - the 
facts of the case. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN 
suggested that the First Lord of the 
Treasury should accept the combina- 
tion of the words which had been 
suggested. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS asked leave 
to withdraw his Amendment, in order to 
move it in a different form—namely, 
that after the word ‘‘ worship” should 
be inserted “‘ or any religious catechism 
or formulary.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘ After the word ‘worship’ insert ‘or any 
religious catechism or formulary which is 
distinctive of any particular denomination.’” 


| —(hr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) proposed to omit the words “ or 
shall not” from the provision that a 
Council shall not require that any par- 
ticular course of religious instruction, 
“shall or shall not be” taught. 


| Clause 4 was not properly a Conscience 
|Clause to determine the question of 


religious instruction or no religious 
instruction. What it really meant was 
that under Clause 2 certain fresh rating 
powers were given to theCounty Councils. 
and by Clause 4 he found very great 
difficulty in putting any sensible meaning 
on the Clause as it stood. He thought 
the words which he proposed to leave were 
capable of more than one interpretation. 


| It seemed to him that the double negative 


would result in the possibility of the 
County Council being able to contradict 
the general tenor of the Clause by insisting 
on a particular doctrine being taught in 
a particular school. He should like to 
hear the opinion of the Leader of the House 
on the construction of the Clause as it now 
stood. As a matter of fact, the words 
were certainly ambiguous if construed 
logically. The drafting of this sub 
section was entirely new, and followed no 
settled precedent which had been before 
the courts. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In e 2, line 11, to leave out the words 
‘or shall not.’”—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or shall not’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he | thought not, and he would be quite pre- 
was at a disadvantage compared with the | pared to argue that when they reached 
hon. and learned Gentleman, who was | the clause to which the hon. Member 
much more practised in the interpretation | referred. As he read the clause now 
of Acts of Parliament, but he would have | before the Committee it would be possible 
thought, reading these words with the | for school managers to say to thechildren 


eye of a plain layman, that there was no 
ambiguity or doubt as to what was 


of their money, were forbidden to do two 
things—first, to require that a’ particular 
form of worship or formula should be 
used and, secondly, to prevent a particular 
form of worship or formula from being 
used. They were precluded from going 
to the right or to the left. The limitation 
put on them was a double one. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that this 
raised a question of substance. The 
words, whether read in the strictly legal 
sense or asa simple specimen of the 
King’s English, would do something 
entirely unnecessary and unjust. Ifthey 


were retained, the managersof a secondary 
school might impose on the children 
as a condition of entry the subscription 
to acertain form of belief, and the County 
Council would be powerless to refuse the 


grant. He would remind the Committee 
what was the Conscience Clause in the 
Education Act of 1870. The Cowper- 
Temple Clause was in these terms— 

“‘No religious catechism or religious formu- 


lary which is distinctive of any particular 
‘d+nomination shall be taught in the school.” 


I. might be said the House had already 


determined that that should not apply. | 


That was one of the grievances of the 
Nonconformists, and he had no doubt 


his hon. and learned friend had that in | 


view when he gave notice of his Amend- 
ment, The Conscience Clause in the Act 
of 1870 was as follows— 


“It shall not be required, as a condition of 
any child being admitied into or continuing 
in the school, that he shall attend or abstain 
from attending any Sunday School, or any 
place of religious worship, or that he shall 
attend any religions observance or any in- 
struction in religious subjects in the school or 
elsewhere, from which observance of instruc- 
tion he may be withdrawn by his parent, or 
that he shall, if withdrawn by his parent, 
attend the school on any day exclusively set 
apart for religious observance by the religious 
body to which his parent belongs.” 


There was a similar clause in the 
Technical Instruction Act of 1869. [An 
Hon.Memeer: And there is in this Bill.] He 


intended. The Council, in the application | ..hoo), 


that they must belong to a particular 


| denomination before they could enter the 


If that were so, the County 
_ Council would be powerless, so far as he 
| could see, to say: *‘ We will not give you 
this grant, because you hereafter make 


it a condition that a child shall belong 
'to a particular denomination before 
|entering the school.” If the First 
| Lord of the Treasury could inform them 
| that such a condition would not be im 
| posed he would be quite willing to 


| learn. 


| Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
|N.) said the hon. Member had al- 
| together overlooked the second sub- 
‘section of the clause, in which the 
_words of the Conscience Clause of the 
| Act of 1870 were almost exactly repro- 
| duced. If the Amendment were carried, 
|a County Council would have power to 
| demand that a particular form of religion 
‘should not be taught in a school. It 
| would be open to them to go to a college 
'and say, “I believe you teach the 
Apostles’ Creed, and unless you drop 
that you shall not have any grant.”’ 
| He always thought the law was inter- 
preted with common-sense, but if the 
‘interpretation given by the hon. Gentle- 
man were accurate, there could not be 
much common-sense inside the Law 
Courts. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that, as far 
_asday andeveningscholarswereconcerned 
|the hon. Member was correct, but in 
the case of boarders their subscription 
to a particular form of belief might be 
made a sine qud non of entry into the 
school. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that unless the 
words were struck out as proposed by 
the Amendment, the local education 
authority would have no power what- 
ever, supposing that the whole character 
of a training college or secondary school 
provided or aided by the authority were 
subsequently altered by the local gover- 
nors or managers. An ordinary second- 
ary school might be converted into a 
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monastic institution with the most 
sacerdotal teaching, and it seemed to 
him that the County Council ought to 
have .some discretionary power for 
appealing to the Board of Education 
to check a process of that kind. He 
thought the wording of the sub-section 
was singularly unsatisfactory. He 
thought they should have an Amend- 
ment accepted which would place 
students and parents under this Bill 
in at least as good a position as they 
stood in under the Technical Instruction 
Act or under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act. The hon. Member for 
North West Ham seemed to think that the 
Amendment would go too far; but what 


he contended for was that the substance | 


of the Amendment should be adopted. 


(7.3)*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said they 
were now laying down the lines on which 
secondary education was to be conducted 
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Councils’ hands. There was another 
reason why the Amendment should be 
accepted. When elementary education 
was made compulsory it resulted in 
an enormous increase in the number 
of children attending the schools; so 
he believed that, as in Germany and 
other countries, education at continuation 
schools would become compulsory and 
would result in a great increase in the 
attendance at secondary and continua- 
tion schools. If that were the ¢ 

it was all the more important that this 
portion of our system of education, now 
to be carried out for the first time, should 
be made a truly national system, and 
that the public funds provided for second- 
ary schools should be administered under 
full public control. He did hope that 
this part of our secondary education 
would be kept entirely free from the 
meddling interference of private bodies, 
| He again urged on the eg hon. Gentle- 
| man to adopt the principle which under- 





for a long period, and why should they | lay the Welsh system, which was the 
tie the hands of the County Councils,| only one which could be carried 
and prevent them from having the out with fairness and efficiency. At 
slightest discretion, when approached|g prize distribution in Wales in a 
by purely private bodies, of saying| secondary school there were on the 


how their own money and that of| platform representatives of the Church 


the public should be disposed of. He | of England, of the Roman Catholic, 
apologised for introducing once more | and all the Nonconformist denominations 
the precedent of the Welsh Intermediate | _ jn fact. of all classes, creeds, sects, and 
Act, which was passed by a Conservative | fe ' h 

, ; parties. He ventured to appeal to the 
Government, and had worked exceedingly | Committee as a whole to let at least one 
well. It was worked on the only basis | part of our educational system be 


on which secondary education could be 
worked in this country; and that was | 
that all schools receiving aid from the | 
public funds in a new secondary edu- 
cational system should be _ schools 
belonging to all the people alike, and not 
to one particular section of the community. 
The greatest difficulty in regard to the 
establishment of a new secondary educa- 
tional system in England would be the 
building of the new schools, and he 
ventured to say that that would be carried 
out, not by the County Councils or the 
public as a whole, but by private associa- 
tions and by religious sects; and for 
this reason, that the schools so erected 
would be maintained for ever after at the 
cost of the public. The Amendment 
now being discussed raised the direct 
issue as to whether, in starting a new 
system of secondary education which 
above everything should be general in 
character and fair to every section of the 
community, they should tie the County 


Mr. Channing. 


thoroughly national, unsectarian, and 
free to all. 


| *Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
he hoped that the Committee would 
bear in mind that this clause related to 
| existing schools as well as to institutions 
| which might be founded in the future, 
and that it was entirely in accordance 
'with the principles of liberty. He felt 
| that there might be some cases where an 
‘institution associated with a particular 
Church or denomination might do such 
excellent work as to entitle it to a 
grant, and the clause was so drawn that 
the local authority would be empowered 
to make sucha grant. Some suggestions 
had been made as to the working of 
the Intermediate Education Act im 
Wales, and that it should be conceded 
that the same system should be adopted 
in England. He did not think that it 
would be fair to make the concessions 
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made to Wales some years ago, in the | a denominational school was not wanted. 
ial circumstances of Wales, a ground | What the Committee was discussing was 
for their application to England. what were the conditions which a 
County Council might or might not 
Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE | attach to the grants they gave; and he 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he could | wished to ask the Vice President if a 
not help thinking that, whatever might | County Council would under the Clause 
be the opinion of the Committee | be debarred from having full discretion 
on the various points raised, they | in the class of case he had attempted to 


must all agree that. the drafting of | put. 


the Clause was most inconvenient. | 
They must remember that the mean-| Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said it seemed 
of the words of the Clause would | to him that there was very considerable 
have to be tested in tne Courts of | misconception as to the meaning of the 
law, and that matters of the utmost | Clause. If a County Council refused an 
importance might arise from the legal | application from any particular school 
interpretation. The whole of the sub-| for a grant, and if the reason for re- 
section depended on the use of a_| fusing it was that a particular doctrine 
double negative, and he asked whether | was taught in that school, could any 
the use of the double negative, whether | hon. Member point out how that County 
in conversation or Acts of Parliament, | Council could be compelled to make a 
was not one of the most inconvenient | grant. The courts of law could not 
things they could have recourse to. The compel any County Council to make a 
hon. Member for North West Ham seemed | grant to a particular school under any 
to imagine that the County Councils | circumstances. Under the Clause as it 


were going to say to the secondary stood, the County Council had absolute 

|discretion to refuse a grant to any 
_ institution in the county, and the Amend- 
| ment was practically a no value. As to 
| the Clause itself, any lawyer who read it 
| would discover that it left the County 
| Council with most absolute discretion. 
|He defied any hon. Member who had 
ever attempted to construe an Act of 
Parliament to point out any section in 
the Bill by which a County Council 
| could be compelled to make a grant to 
any educational institution in the county. 
There was no such power, and the dis- 
eretion remained absolutely with the 
County Council. The Clause might be 
| in the nature of advice to the County 
Councils, but it was advice and nothing 


schools, “‘ You will not teach the Apostles’ 
Creed.” That was not what would 
happen at all. The County Councils 
would not go to the secondary schools, 
but the secondary schools would come 
to the County Council’s schools; and 
therefore they ought not to deprive the 
County Councils of the opportunity of 
judging whether, in the whole circum- 
stances of the case, a denominational 
school was wanted or not. He would 
take a concrete case. Let them imagine 
that there was an existing boys’ school 
in a locality under the Charity Commis- 
sloners, and that the managers wanted 
to extend its benefits to girls. The 
Church party might object because they 
desired to set up on the other side of the 
toad a girls’ school with denominational 
teligious tests. What they wanted was 
that the County Council should in such 
an instance have the discretion of saying 
that in the whole circumstances of 
the case the benefits of the boys’ 
&hool should be extended to girls, or that 
& new girls’ school should be erected. 
It would also lead to a great waste of 
money if they were to have one school 
on one side of the street and another 
school on the other. The County Coun- 
tils should not be debarred from saying 
that they thought, on the whole, that 





| 
more. 


He gathered that the Vice 
President assented to that view. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge Univer- 
sity) said he did not take much part in 
the discussions on the Bill; but he knew, 
after an experience of seven years at the 
Board of Education, that although such 
questions as that before the Committee 
created interest in the House of Commons, 
and gave rise to long debates, they did 
not create the slightest interest outside. 
As he had been specially appealed to by 
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the hon. Member opposite he would say | advice, and advice which Parliament ought 
that what the hon. Member just said was | not to give. He agreed with his noble 
erfectly true. The Clause was not drawn | friend that what the advice amounted to 
dn such a way that a mandamus could be | was that if two sets of persons were 
issued to compel the County Council to | going to create two sectarian schools, the 
make a grant. The County Council had | County Council was not to be allowed to 
absolute discretion. The reason why the | consider whether it would not be better 
words were put into the Clause was that | for the locality to have one non-sectarian 
it was presumed that the local authorities | school, instead of two sectarian schools, 
would desire to conform to the law, and | Did not the right hon. Gentleman admit 
the words were introduced to call their that that was the meaning of the words ? 
attention, in the administration of the | 
Act, to their duties as laid down by| Sim JOHN GORST: No. 
Parliament. That was to say that in| 


the matter of giving or withholding a | 
grant, they were not to pay any regard | 
whatever to the religious instruction 
which was given or not given in the | 
school. He did not know whether the | 
Committee would recognise him as re- | 
taining any kind of legal knowledge after | 
the number of years thdt had elapsed | 
since he practised at the profession ; but | 


Mr. BRYCE said he thought that it 
was generally understood that that was 
what the words meant. In such a case 
the County Council would have regard 
to the denominational character of the 
school. 


Sir JOHN GORST said it was not 
because of the denominational character 


if he might express an opinion he would | of the school that the grant was refused, 
say that the words of this sub-section were | but because there was another way in 
as clear as legal ingenuity could make which the wants of the neighbourhood 


them. No doubt lawyers were extremely | could be better and more suitably pro- 


ingenious in finding equivocal meanings | Vided for. 
in Acts of Parliament, but he could not | 
‘conceive any local authority—and it was | 
the local authorities that would have to | 
som the section—desiring to under- | 
stand what Parliament meant, having the 
slightest possible doubt as to what their 
duty was. 


Mr. BRYCE said the remarks of the | 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to imply | 
a reflection on the legal intelligence of | 
his hon. friends, who had been endeavour- | 
ing to discover what the words under | 
consideration really meant. He was | 
particularly struck with the right hon. | 
Gentleman’s remarks as to the absolute | 
worthlessness of the Clause. Why, there- 
fore, should they be forced to spend so 
much time in discussing it. Surely, if it 
would make no difference, the most 
practical course for the Government 
would have been to have accepted the 
Amendment. He entirely agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman as to the effect 
of the Clause. There was no _ legal 
sanction whatever attached to it. 


| 
| 





under the circumstances was it worth | 
retaining. If it were suggested that it | 
would be of value as advice to the County 


Councils, then he thought it was bad | Noes, 106. 


Sir John Gorst. 


It was | and reasonable 


Mr. BRYCE said it would be a better 
and more suitable way, because it would 
not cause denominational division. That 
was the very point which his noble 
friend put. They all knew perfectly 
well that there might be cases in which 
it would be practically impossible fora 
County Council to consider the educa- 
tional needs and requirements of a 
district, without having regard to reli- 
gious questions. They were not com- 

lling the County Councils to do that, 
But they were only asking that they 
should not be forbidden to fix their 
minds on the religious question in 


|addition to the other questions which 


would determine the grant of money. 
The only effect of keeping those words 
in the Clause, would be to hamper the 
County Councils, and prevent people 
from expressing their real motives a8 
they otherwise would. The County 
Councils would act on the best view of 


what was needed, and it was only fair 
that they should be 
‘merely so much academic or platonic allowed to discuss all the questions at 
advice given to the County Councils, but | 88¥e- 


(7.26) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 255; 
(Division List No. 270.) 
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It being after half-past 
clock, the Chairman left 


make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this evening. 
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{In the Committee). 


| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


(9.0.) An Amendment by Mr. HeRBert 
Lewis substituting the word “used” 
for “ practised’? was inserted in the 
| provision forbidding local authorities to 
‘require that any particular form of 
religious instruction should or should 
not be taught or practised. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN ruledseveral Amend- 
ments On the Paper out of order. 


*Mr. CHANNING moved the insertion 
inline 12 of the words “ at present 
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existing ” after the word “college.” The 
effect would, he said, be to restrict the 
operation of the sub-section to existing 
secondary and technical schools and 
training colleges. He held that the 
local authority should have the right to 
insist that new schools aided by them 
should be undenominational where they 
considered it more desirable for the 
special character of the locality. He had 
vedy expressed his objection to the 
phraseology of the sub-section; the 
powers conferred by it were of too vague 
and general a character, and unless they 
were restricted, great practical difficulties 
would inevitably arise. It was, in his 
opinion, not clear that the local author- 
ity could provide or aid strictly unde- 
nominational schools. The question 
whether this power should be limited to 
existing schools raised most important 
points. It was important with regard 
to the prevention of the creation of 
objectionable schools, and it was still 
more important with regard to the free- 
dom of action of the local education 
authority to provide undenominational 
schools when desired. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘ college,’ 
to insert the words ‘at present existing.’ 
(Mr. Channing.) 





Question proposed, “‘'That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


Sir JOHN GORST said he did not 
think the Committee could consent to 
the restriction proposed by the hon. 
Member. The effect would be that, 
although practically the Council, in regard 
to existing schools, was forbidden to take 
into account there particular religious 
teaching in determining whether or not 
they should be aided, yet in the case of 
new schools and colleges to be hereafter 
created, not| by the County Council 
but by other persons, their religious 
character was to be taken into account 
in determining whether or not a grant 
should be made to them. That was he 
thought going too far. The Amend- 
ment, he would like to point out, did not 
raise the question to which his right 
hon. friend had promised consideration 
earlier in the day as to the conditions to 
be observed in schools set up by the 
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local authority itself, but would dis- 
tinguish between schools set up 
independently and divide them into two 
classes, one of which would be under 
restrictions and the other not. 


Mr. BRYCE supported the Amend- 
ment on the ground that there was a 
substantial difference between existing 
schools innocently set up and new 
schools, perhaps set up for sectarian 
purposes, but which the County Council 
might think ought to be unsectarian. 
He thought the Amendment deserved 
fuller consideration than the Govern- 
ment seemed disposed to give it 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL opposed the 
Amendment. He objected toa distinction 
being drawn between schools already 
existing and future schools, because the 
result would be that twenty years 
hence, great confusion would be produced 
in our educational system by having 
schools conducted under different orders. 
The hon. Member for Northampton had 
spoken of “ objectionable ” schools. What 
did he mean by that term? Presumably 
his objection was based on denomina- 
tional grounds, but his remark seemed 
to indicate that the liberty which he pro- 
fessed to claim was to be one-sided, that 


| liberty was to be given in one direction 


but taken away in another. It was 
necessary that the local authority should 
have regard not only to the suitability of 
schools but also to the efficiency of 
education. He objected to a system 
founded on chronological distinctions 
which could have no logical basis or 
element of endurance. He did not 
wish the views of any extreme party of 
any denomination to prevail, but he did 
desire freedom for all, and he believed 
that anything which restrained freedom 
and restricted liberty was injurious to 
the cause of education. He, in fact, 
welcomed everything in the Bill which 
favoured freedom and gave security to 
it, because he believed such principles to 
be the very essence of sound education. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
he thought it only right that the 
governors of .a school should be free to 
deal with their own property § as 
they liked, but not free to deal 
with money supplied by the State. 
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But the hon. Baronet who spoke last 
went further than that. The sub-section 
would enable County Councils to subsidise 
out of public funds, schools which were 
definitely denominational, but which 
possessed no conscience clause. It was 
a power which County Coucils had never 
before possessed, and all the hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire asked was that 
that should be limited to existing insti- 
tutions. He would like to draw the 
attention of the Committee to two ex- 
amples of schools which would be affected 
by this provision. The Girls’ Public Day 
School Company—accordingly as there 
were funds at the disposal of the central 
body—were setting up schools of an up- 
denominational character all over the 
country, and on the other hand there 
were the Woodard schools, which were 
also being set up all over the country as 
quickly as funds were available. Scholasti- 
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| that aid. 





cally, they were excellent institutions, | 


but they aroused much irritation and | 


sectarian feeling among large sections of | 
the population, and unless this Amend- | 
ment was carried the governors of those | 
|adequately protected by a 
| Clause? It was this consideration which 


schools would be justified, whenever they 
started a new school, in applying to the 


County « ‘ouncil for rate aid for that new 
school, and the Council would have no) 


power to refuse it. That was not desir- 
able, and hence the propusal to limit the | 
action of the sub-section to schools, ete., | 
at present existing. The Amendment 
was necessary, and the compromise was | 
one that might fairly be accepted. 


*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) | 
said it seemed to him that they were | 
beginning to change sides on the question 
of denominationalism. He, for his part, 
was opposed to religious tests, first | 
because he considered them wrong in | 
principle, and seecndly, because experi- | 
ence had taught him that they were | 
illusory. He sacrificed his position on the | 
Council of King’s College rather than | 
submit to those tests, which had happily | 
now been removed. His view of a con- 
science clause was that it was the corol- 
lary of the grant and acceptance of public | 
funds. What was it that this clause did ? 
It seemed to him to be such as would 
have met once, if not now, the desire of 
many hon. Members opposite, in that it 
prevented local authorities from inter- 
fering in the domain of dogmatie religion. 
If the Councils were to be guided in 
making the grants by religious views or 


Mr. Yozall, 
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ecclesiastical principles, there would be 
much wrangling and scrambling, with 
most injurious results, not only to the 
Council but to education and to the 
various teaching institutions. This 
was no new departure. Under the Tech- 
nical Instruction Act, which included, 
in a large measure, secondary instruction, 
such aid as was contemplated here had 
been given and there had been no com- 
plaint and, practically, no religious diffi- 
eulty. Grammar schools, which had been 
spoken of by an hon. Member opposite as 
generally Anglican, had been aided by 
the Corporations hitherto, and surely 
they were not now going to terminate 
Take for another example 
the case of King’s College. There 
the conscience Clause had been granted 
and religious tests had been abolished; 
but was the House prepared to say 
that it would not aid King’s College 
in its great secular and scientific Educa- 
tional work, always costly and beyond 
support by mere fees alone, because it 
happened to be a denominational insti- 
tution, although the students were 
conscience 


led him, in a recent division, as to the 
need and right of conscience clauses, to 
take the same views as and to vote with 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. What they 
had to look to was, not to intermix 
with secondary education the religious 
difficulty, but to the secular results 


|of their great teaching institutions, and 
‘wherever they found them progressing 


and established, and protected by a 
conscience clause and the absence of 
theological tests, they ought to encourage 
them by the aid they could render. 
They could not, if they would, remove the 
principle which invested so many minds, 
and which was the strongest of all con- 
victions, that education without distinc- 
tive teaching was to them almost impos- 
sible. Even if one did not agree with it, 
that was largely, whether rightly or 
wrongly, English human nature and a 
feature of their national character, and 
if they suddenly reverted to a different 
system by declining to encourage learning 
because it was contaminated with denomi- 
national teaching, such a course would not 
be favourable to educational progress. 


(9.35.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said 
that the hon. Member who had just sat 
down informed them that at King’s College 
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they had beencompelledto remove thetests |to the assistance of denominational 
and adopt a conscience Clause, and he also | schools or colleges, but there was some- 
asked the Committee whether on that | thing in this Clause which compelled the 
account this college was unfit to receive | new education authority to make grants 
recognition in regard to its secular aud | to this or that school without exercising 


scientific work. His reply to that argu- | 
ment was that King’s College would not | 
have been fit to receive that recognition 
if it had continued to maintain religious 
tests, and the fact that it had been com- 

lled to remove religious tests was an. 
exact illustration of what they were. 
anxious to secure for all kindred institu- | 
tions, All they were asking for was that 
they should have the same safeguards | 
which the hon. Member opposite had just | 
been praising. That was all they were 
asking for, and that was what was being 
denied to them. As the Clause stood, if 
a County Council established a new school 
he very much doubted whether they 
would be able to require that any kind of 
religious teaching at all should be given 
intheir own school. Everything depended | 
upon the meaning of the words “particular 
form,” which might be held to cover such 
teaching as was now given in board 
schools under the name of “ undenomi- 
national religious teaching.” He did not 
raise this question simply for a quibble, 
but he thought hon. Members ought to 
know what they were doing. By this 
Clause they seemed to be giving instruc- | 
tions to County Councils which would | 
prevent them from being able to provide 
that kind of religious teaching which | 
had been considered acceptable to all | 
denominations. That was really a very 
serious consideration, for it was actually 
putting a premium upon the new growth 
of denominational schools everywhere. 
They were giving the opportunity and 
offering a premium to people to establish 
any kind of schools they liked, and then | 
they would be able to say to the educa- | 
tion authority : ‘‘ Here we are occupying | 
the ground, and you cannot do anything | 
to pm y us, for we have got our build- | 
ings an 


our teaching staff, and you | 
cannot damage the work we have Just | 
started.” In this way the local authority | 
would be called upon to respect all the | 
new schools which might spring up like | 
mushrooms here, there, and everywhere. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said 
the hon. Member for West Nottingham 
had stated that public money had 
not been applied under any previous Act 
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| the district. 


any discretion. The whisky money 
had already been applied certainly 


in London, and he believed in other 
districts, to assist secondary schools 
/of a denominational character. 


More- 
over, the money granted by the Science 
and Art Department was public money, 
and that was frequently given to schools 
which could not be described as other 
than of adenominational character. This 
money had been granted to Roman 
Catholic schools, and it would have been 


| granted to Jewish schools providing they 


applied for it, and were efficient. An at- 
tempt was made in the Bill to prevent local 


authorities taking into account certain 


considerations, but it had been pointed 
out by the hon. Member for Perth that 
they could not bind people to do this, 
but they might say : “‘ You cannot grant 
this money ostensibly for certain religious 
teachings.” If a member of any local 


education authority desired to oppose 
any particular grant, nothing in this Act 


would prevent him. To say that this 
was compulsory, was to make a state- 
ment which a mere perusal of the Clause 
would show was entirely unfounded. 


|The only thing to be regarded was educa- 


tional efficiency, and the place which a 
school held in the educational system of 
If it could be shown that a 
school of any denomination would be 
able to do better educational work if 


'slight or considerable assistance was 
‘given to the local authority, then it 
_would be the duty of that authority to 


consider whether assistance should be 
given or not. That was a wholesome and 
sound educational doctrine, and one 
which he was surprised that anybody 
who spoke as an educational authority 
should think of controverting. 


*Mr. PERKS said that this Clause 
must be read having regard to the vast 
number of councils which would now have 
to exercise these powers under the Act. 
During the progress of this Bill through 
Committee several Amendments had 
vested this power of dealing with grants 
‘in a vast number of Councils, some of 
them large and important bodies and 
some of them extremely small and 
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unimportant. He would venture to point 
out what might occur if they looked 
forward, not twenty years, but a couple of 
years. What would happen when a 
proposal came before a small municipal 
council to grant aid either towards the 
erection or maintenance of some sectarian 
institution within its boundary ? Take as 
an example some convent school erected 
by foreign institutions in various parts of 
this country, a good many of which now 
existed. They were officered by 
accomplished teachers, and were attracting 
inside them the children even of Pro- 
testants. Imagine that a proposal came 


before a town council for a grant towards 
the technical portion or the secular part 
of the instruction given in such a convent 
school. 


The Chairman of such a town 
council, directly a religious argument was 
raised, would be in order in ruling it out, 
and in saying to the councillors,“ You must 
assume that this is an unsectarian school, 
and must not be guided by your religious 
predilections.” But would that course be 
pursued by a single town councillor ? It 
was a doctrine of perfection, or imperfec- 
tion. Suppose the proposition was to 
make a grant not to a Roman Catholic 
convent school but to one of Canon 
Woodard’s schools where the children 
were marched to mass. Would it be 
rope for an ordinary mortal to divest 
is mind of his sectarian bias? The 
Vice-President suggested that some other 
reason for rejecting the grant must be 
found than the theological character of 
the institution, such as educational 
inefficiency, but if the statute was to be 
interpreted in relation to something that 
was not in it, it was evidently defective. 
They did not wart every one of these 
councils to become the arena of ecclesi- 
astical strife, but this clause would achieve 
that result ; just as was the case with the 
London School Board some years ago, 
these councils were now to be plunged 
into fierce and bitter sectarian strife. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had 
constantly confronted him with the 
case of the Wesleyan schools, and he 
had asked him earlier in the evening, 
“What are you going to do about 
the Wesleyan schools?” They had 
upon the Consultative Committee 
Dr. Waller, but he was not the 


mouthpiece of Wesleyan policy, and he 
had been disavowed recently by 90 per 
cent. of the Methodists, but, neverthe- 
less, the First Lord of the Treasury was 


Mr. Perks. 
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willing to hang on to the coat tails 
of this excellent ecclesiastic, whom he 
held up as the representative of the 
MethodistChurch. The Wesleyan Church 
absolutely repudiated him as an ex. 
ponent of their educational policy. The 
First Lord of the Treasury selected 
for his argument the proposed new train- 
ing institution in connection with the 
Wesleyans. One of the principles 
which they had laid down with regard 
to this institution was that it should 
be unsectarian, and that there should 
be a conscience clause for every student, 
and yet the Government were, with 
the assistance of the Gentleman he 
named, struggling might and main, 
to make this new training college 
a denominational and sectarian in- 
stitution, where young people could 
|only be admitted who were mem- 
bers of the Wesleyan Methodist Church, 
and who paid a penny a week, or 
‘a shilling a quarter, towards the 
‘support of the institutions of that 
| excellent Church. Wesleyans repudiated 
‘that notion altogether. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in the argument he 
had used upon his point, was drink- 
ing from a tainted source. If the right 
‘hon. Gentleman wished to know the 
| views of a large section of the Wesleyan 
Methodist community upon this point, 
and would make inquiries, he would find 
that in what he had just stated he had 
accurately represented the views of nine- 
tenths of the members of the Methodist 
‘Church in this country. For these 
reasons he should certainly support the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 





Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said absurd exaggeration as to 
what was likely to happen if this clause 
was carried had been used by gentlemen 
who really seemed to have denomina- 
tionalism on the brain. The present 
Amendment would create an absurd 
state of things, as it would divide the 
schools which might be aided into 
different classes, according to the date 
at which they were established. That 
was not a thing which could be logically 
justified, or would produce satisfaction. 
If certain conditions were objectionable, 
and the Committee had decided them 
to be so, they were just as objectionable 
to one class of schools as to another. 
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thought the Committee were getting into 
very great difficulties with regard to the 
payment for sectarian teaching. The 
gubsidising of sectarian schools out of the 
rates was being provided for to an extent 
never before contemplated, and now, 


when they wished to limit this system of | 


yment to existing teachers, they were 
met with the argument. that they would 
be creating two classes of schools. The 
question involved in that discussion was 
whether they were to permit the extension 
of a system of sectarian institutions 
practically supported out of the rates. 
It might be said that they ought to 
trust County Councils not to subsidise 
sectarian schools, but from his knowledge 
of County Councils he was by no means 
certain that they would be as liberal and 
broad-minded in this matter as some 
members of the Committee thought. 
He was quite sure that this clause would 


introduce a spirit of religious animosity | 


into County Council elections. It was 
sid that the Councils, in making grants, 


should be guided alone by secular results.: 
That was a very popular principle, pro- | 


vided that all educational establishments 
were on an equality. But there would 
be districts in which sectarian schools 
would be producing good secular results, 
and practically monopolising the secular 


teaching in those districts; as long as | 


they produced those good secular results 
they would be maintained to the exclusion 
of other schools into which the children 
of Free Churchmen could enter. That 
would be an injustice to those who, for 


conscientious reasons, could not avail | 


themselves of the facilities which the 


sectarian schools offered. He thought it | 


was admitted on the other side of the 


House that, whatever they might be 


prepared to do in the way of leaving ex- 
isting colleges and schools untouched, 


they were not prepared to extend and | 
; land, Berwick) thought the hon. Member 


make permanent this system of denomina- 
tional education maintained so largely 
out of the rates. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had assured them that under this 
Bill the friends of undenominational 
education would have great advantages, 
but it seemed to him that they were 
extending the principle of paying out of 
the rates for the maintenance of sectarian 
institutions and sectarian teaching. He 
appealed to the Government ,not to 


{7 Juty 1902} 
Mr. GEORGE WHITE(Norfolk, N.W.) ' 


Bill. 1014 


increase the disabilities, and aggravate 
the situation, so far as the Nonconformists 
were concerned. What they asked for 
was liberty; they did rot ask for 
advantages for their own denomination ; 
but if they could not be placed in a 
position of equality with regard to exist- 
ing institutions, they asked that they 
should not be placed under greater 
disabilities by the extension of this 
princip'e. 


(10.6.) Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) 
said the hon. Member opposite had 
appealed for equality. The object of the 
Bill was to produce equality in certain 
matters. In his opinion the true view 
of equality was that schools in which, 
by the desire of the parents, a certain 
kind of sectarian education was given 
and schools in which, also by the desire 
of the parents, the children were taught 
in an unsectarian way should be treated 
alike by the State for the purposes of 
higher education and secondary instruc- 
tion. The question was whether or not 
religious considerations were to interfere 
with the proper distribution of these 
grants for secular education. The 
principle of the clause was that those 
considerations should not enter into the 
matter, but hon. Members opposite 
seemed to think that they should. Did 
hon. Members contend that if a school, 
on generai educational grounds, was 
entitled to grants for secular education, 
those grants should be withheld because it 
happened to be a Roman Catholic school ? 
If so, the Amendment was certainly not 
likely to promote equality of treatment. 
In their extreme desire to better the 
clause, hon. Members failed to keep 
in view the object of its provisions, and 
also that the Amendment would apply 
to both parts of the sub-section. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 


‘had overlooked the fact that this 
‘particular sub-section was a disabling 
| section, and that its deletion would not 
tie the hands of the County Council ; 
\it would leave them perfectly free. If 
| the Amendment were carried, the County 
|Council would be perfectly free to give 
|a grant to any denominational school. 
As he understood the matter, the 
Government contemplated the local 
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education authorities having to deal/|large and responsible authorities like 
with schools established by bodies other the County Council were concerned. It 
than themselves, and that they would | was a question of enabling little cathedral 
be concerned solely with the question of | towns, with a population of about 10,000, 
giving grants to those schools. Under | completely dominated by the cathedral 
those circumstances the Government clergy, to found sectarian secondary 
had decided that the Council should not | schools. That was simply devolution. 
require that any particular form of | run mad, and a limit ought to be placed 
religious instruction or worship should | upon it. He was not sure, however, 
or should not be taught. But suppose | that the Amendment in its present form 
the local education authority, in order! answered the purpose. It sought to- 
to satisfy the needs of a district, decided | confine the subsection to existing schools, 
to establish a school; what would be} but unless a further Amendment were- 
the effect of this particular sub-section carried, limiting the powers of the 
on the local authority ? It seemed to him County Councils in regard to schools. 
that when they came to deal with aschool, | founded in the future, the present 
established and maintained by the County | Amendment would be rather dangerous. 
Council, this particular subsection would | When they came to the small areas it 
disable it from arranging any form of | was quite a different matter, and he did 
religious instruction at all. This was a| not think they ought to trust them with 
question which ought notto beleft indoubt. | this power. The existing schools would 
They ought to know whether if a County | not be entitled to make these conditions, 
Council established schools of their own | but schools in the future would be able 
they would have a perfectly free hand to get their grant on the understanding 
in deciding whether any, and if so what, | that their teaching would not be given 
kind of religious teaching should be given | as a condition of the grant. 

in those schools. 


Education 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, no. 

Str JOHN GORST said that ifaCounty | 
Council established schools of their own, | 
they would have a perfectly free hand 
to decide whether any religious instruc- | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the 
Amendment of his hon. friend was to 
confine this clause to existing schools, 


tion should be given, and an Amend- 
ment would be moved to give the Council | 
a perfectly free hand in regard to the 
schools established by them. The only | 
exception would be that no one should be | 
excluded from the school on the ground | 


of religious belief. 
| 


Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE thought | 


that the Government ought to go 
further than that, and say not merely 
that the schools should be open to every- 
body, but that there should be no 
dogmatic teaching in them at all. The 
more the Bill was gone into the more 
was the whole conspiracy unmasked. It 
was now perfectly clear that the inten- 
tion of the Government was not only to 
strengthen denominational education in 
primary schools, but also to enable the 
County Councils, wherever the Church 
party were in a majority, to found 
secondary schools in which dogmatic 
teaching would be permitted. Such a 
proceeding ought not to be tolerated. 





This was not a question in which only 
Sir Edward Grey. 


so that with regard to future schools: 


the County Councils and these little 
authorities would be perfectly at liberty 
to make any conditions they pleased. 
They ought to say that these County 
Councils should not be entitled to sub- 
sidise secondary schools out of the public 
funds which gave religious teaching to 
any denomination. His hon. friend 
opposite did not think it was fair that 
schools which gave a teaching which 
was special to any donomination should 
be placed at a disadvantage. Let them 
consider for a moment the case of an 
undenominational school. In that school 
every appointment was open to every 
religious denomination, and the religious 
teaching would not offend the consciences 
of the Members of any other denomina- 
tion. In such schools there would be 
no teaching derogatory to the religion 
of any hon. Member of the House, but 
it was a totally different matter when 
they came to a school which taught the 
dogmas of any particular denomination. 
Such a school would exclude from its 
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. appointments on the teaching staff those | of the scheme of the County Council ef 


who belonged to any other denomination, | Glumorganshire, it was provided that 
and his point was that if anvbody religious instruction in accordance with 
desired an exclusive school for himself, or | the principles of the Christian faith 
his particular sect, he should be prepared | should be given in the schools by mem- 
to pay the penalty. They had no right | bers of the ordinary staff, under such 
to treat these little sectarian schools in | regulations as might be made from 
the same way as schools which were | time to-time by the school managers. 
open to everybody. The Amendment of | That was agreed to by the House, because 
his hon. friend was a very doubtful one at the time they were getting certain 
unless it was carried much further, for| ancient endowments. The practical 
if it was confined to existing schools, it | question he wished to put from this 
would be perfectly open to these little | argument was whether County Councils 
gouncils not only to subsidise, but to | could give to any one of these schools 
found, denominational schools. The any part of the 2d. rate. 
greatest difficulty really was that these | 
¢ouncils, instead of setting themselves the| *T'sx CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
task of founding a first class educational | that is relevant to the Amendment. 
system for their district, would simply | 
subsidise private schools. Hitherto they! Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said his 
had avoided that danger by excluding | point was that if the Glamorganshire 
all these private venture schools. There | County Council could only give a 4d. 
would be the pressure of personal in-| rate then it became an important ques- 
terest, and those interested in a particular | tion to limit the new County Councils 
denomination who desired to get a grant | as much as possible. He wished to 
from the County Council, ot instead of | know if the County Councils could give 
getting a public school system built up | to the school any part of the 2d. rate. 
according to modern ideas they would | 
get a lot of schools established for | (10.35.) Mr. BRYCE said the Com- 
which the council was not responsible. | mittee seemed to be in some little 
Under these circumstances he thought | difficulty with regard to the meaning 
it would be undesirable to press the and effect of this Amendment, and 
Amendment to a division. perhaps this was not surprising when 
| they considered what the effect of the 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES agreed that | clause would be. He would try to 
there would not be much advantage | explain what he thought was the effect 
gained by accepting the Amendment | of his hon. friend’s Amendment. It was 
of his hon. friend the Member for | intended to exclude the case of future 
East Northamptonshire. He had risen | schools. Future schools might be of 
not for the purpose of continuing|two classes. They might be schools 
the general discussion upon this Amend- | established by some associations or 
ment, but to take this opportunity of | private persons, or schools established 
giving a further instance which had| by the local authority itself. He under- 
occurred to him as tothe effect of the | stood that his hon. friend refrained from 
legislation proposed under Part 1 of this | dealing with the case of schools estab- 
Act. By Clause 4 a limitation was | lished by the local authority, because it 
placed upon the action of County! was understood that such schools were 
Councils. Under the Intermediate | to be governed bythe Amendment which 
Education Act of 1889 a system of|the First Lord of the Treasury had 
secondary education had been created, | undertaken to move. The right hon. 
but it had not been created simply by | Gentleman had intimated that he would 
the levying of the rate of 4d. in the £ | accept an Amendment limiting the power 
but by virtue of a combination of efforts. | of the local authority in regard to 
It had been done by the various bodies | the establishment of future secondary 
Working in conjunction with the Charity | schools, and the effect of that was to be 


Commissioners and acting together | that the local authority would not be 


under the Endowed Schools Act of 1869 | able to establish sectarian schools. That 
and the Amending Acts. By Clause 88 | might mean a school with no conscience 
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clause, or one which was managed by a 
religious denomination. When the 
Amendment was moved it would be for 
the Committee to consider whether it 
made the school sectarian in the broader 
sense of the term where it had a con- 
science clause, or whether it directed that 
the schools should be unsectarian in the 
broader sense of the term. Future 
schools were to be dealt with by the 
Amendment promised by the First Lord 
of the Treasury, and that was his answer 
to the objection to the Amendment taken 
by the hon. Member for Carnarvon, and 
the hon. Member for Swansea. Were it 
not for the Amendment to be moved by 
the right hon. Gentleman, there would 
be very great force in the criticisms made 
in regard to this Amendment. There- 
fore he would confine himself to the 
other cases, and not to the schools to 
be established by the local authority. 
His hon. friend’s Amendment was useful 
with regard to this clause. There was 
one thing that was most likely to happen 
under this Bill. When the Act was passed, 
and when the question of establishing 
these secondary schools arose, it was quite 
probable that various sectarian organisa- 
tions would endeavour to coverthe ground 
with sectarian schools. It might well be 
that the local authority would think that 
sectarian schools would not be best fitted 
to meet the needs of the district. The 
hon. Member for East Somerset said that 
what they had to think of was efficiency, 
and that it would not do to draw a dis- 
tinction between two classes of schools. 
But surely they could draw a distinction 
between efficiency and the question of 
a class of people to whom a school 
appealed. A sectarian school appealed to 
a very small class, and had a claim upon 
some particular denomination. It was 
not accessible to all children, although 
it might be so under a conscience clause, 
but children were not there by the same 
full right as those who belonged to the 
particular denomination. Let them im- 
agine themselves members of the Couuty 
Council. Let them suppose that they 
were aware that two or three sectarian 
organisations were going to endeavour to 
establish: sectarian schools in a particular 
county. Surely they might reasonably 
think, without any prejudice or animosity 
of any kind, that an unsectarian school 
was likely to be more useful than a 


Mr. Bryce. 
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sectarian school, and holding that view 
they would be entitled to argue in favour 
of distributing the grants to unsectarian 
rather than tosectarian schools. In such 
a case when the ground was going to be 
covered, the lécal authority might fairly 
warn the sectarian organisations that it 
preferred to see unsectarian schools, and 
that if they persisted in establishing 
unsectarian schools they need not look to 
the local education authority for grants, 
That was a matter of educational policy, 
because it was intended to do that which 
would be for the benefit of the greatest 
number. For these reasons he submitted 


that his hon. friend’s Amendment was 
a very good one, and was entitled to 
their support upon the ground that in 
a very large number of cases it would 
prove to be the best way of meeting the 
general wishes of the people. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that he 
understood the principle of this Amend- 
ment to be that in no secondary school 
hereafter, whether provided by the local 
authority or by some other sectarian 
organisation or otherwise, would aid be 
given by the local education authority 
if the school was of a sectarian character. 
It was not a question of a conscience 
clause, but what they desired was that 
at no future time should any public 
funds be given to a sectarian school, 
whether provided by the County Council 
or by a local organisation of a sectarian 
character. They did not know the terms 
of the Amendment which was to be 
proposed by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, therefore they were in a diffi- 
culty in discussing this Amendment. 
According to the clause as it now stood, 
they practically said to the education 
authority in regard to secondary schools 
“Hands off! you cannot dictate that 
anything shal] be done in these schools, 
or require that anything shall not be 
done.” He would put to the Committee 
a couple of concrete cases. He assumed 
that if the education authority were not 
permitted to speculate at all, in consider- 
ing the application of the money, upon 
the religious tenets taught or practised 
in the school, and in the discussion upon 
the appointment of teachers, no religious 
consideration could come in. Supposing 
a teacher were appointed. If no inquiry 
was made into the form of religion the 
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teacher might be a religious or an irre- 
ligious man. Supposing a County 
Council found hereafter that the head- 
master of a school was an Atheist, and 
they found that he was inculcating in 
the school the principles of Atheism. 
Would they be allowed to make any 
representations at all? Take the case of 
a man whose religion was not inquired 
into, and he turned out to be a Ritualist 
and indulged in practices to which the 
majority of the parents of the children 
in the school objected? According to 
the clause as it now stood the very 
County Council had no voice at all in 
telling this man that he must not carry 
on Ritualistic practices. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the school managers 
would take that into account, but were 
they to be able to control this matter 
when the educational authority could 


not! They had not provided in this Bill | . 


that the educational authority should 
provide any scheme at all. If they 
had provided schemes like the Welsh 
scheme, and made provision for unsec- 
tarian religious education, then they 
would know where they were. Who 
were to be the managers of the 
secondary schools? He failed to see 
anything in the Bill which indicated 
that they were to be managed as the 
elementary schools were managed. 


Str JOHN GORST said the existing 
secondary schools were under schemes 
settled by the Charity Commissioners. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
not discussing the existing schools at 
all. The Amendment dealt with schools 
which did not exist. There was no 
provision to show how the managers 
were to be appointed or got rid of, or 
how a scheme was to be promulgated 
or provided by the County Council. 
The only proper rotation of the difficulty 
so far as future schools were concerned 
was to provide that, whoever established 
them, they should not partake of a 
sectarian character at all. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said the Amendment of his 
hon. friend was most important in 
relation to the provision of technical 
education by sectarian organisations. 
Everybody in the House knew that, 
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owing to history and~many other 
causes, there was one denomination 
in this country which possessed by far 
the greatest amount of wealth, and 
that denomination was able to far 
more richly endow educational institu- 
tions than any other religious denomina- 
tion in the country. He was in favour 
of the proposed limit because he 
believed the perpetuation of the sectarian 
element would be bad for the future 
education of the country. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked for infor- 
mation as to the intention of the Govern- 
ment with regard to thefuture of secondary 
education and the action of the local 
authorities. He thought the Committee 
should know exactly the view of the 
Government with regard to the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
sole object of the Amendment was to 
exclude from the general purview of sub- 
Section I. schools to be founded in the 
future. These schools, at first sight, 
were either provided by the local authority 
or by other agencies, and they must confine 
the sub-section as it stood to schools not 
provided by the authorities. As to local 
schools, the Government proposed that 
they should be in the same position as 
schools now in existence. He did not 
say that they could all agree upon that, 
but it was a clear issue, and he hoped the 
Committee would come to a decision 
upon it. 


*Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) said 
they were told that the object of the 
Bill was the betterment of education. It 
was known that for the past thirty years 
the secular schools had turned out better 
scholars than the schools where denomina- 
tional education was given. If that was 
challenged he could produce statistics to 
prove the statement. It was a great 
hardship to citizens who held other views 
that a dogma distinctive of any particular 
religious denomination should be taught 
at the public expense. 


*Srr WILLIAM MATHER (Lanca- 
shire, Rossendale) suggested that they 
should leave the Consultative Com- 
mittee of the Board of Education to 
determine exactly the course to be 
pursued in relation to the subject 
raised by this particular Amendment. 
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He understood the Amendment to} 
mean that in future the schools to be 
established by any organisation should 
open these schools, without religious tests, 
to students of all denominations. [Cries 
of “No.”] Anyhow, he thought it might 
be left to the Consultative Committee. 
Many questions would arise in future 
which could not be anticipated in framing 
the Bill. 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Laun- 
ceston) pointed out that this Amend- 
ment might be very valuable to the cause 
of secondary education. It still left it 
open to the Government to make a deliber- 
ate choice with regard to denominational 
schools in future, but it was most im-| 
portant, in the interests of secondary 
education, that they should draw the 
line, by way of compromise, between 
those that existed and those to ~ be 
created in future. It had struck him in 
the course of the debate that all the 
speakers had spoken of secondary educa- 
tion as if it were in pari materia with 
primary education. They forgot that in 
secondary education was _ included 
However 


purely technical education. 
proper it might be that religion might | 


be taught in schools of a higher 
grade than elementary, it was absurd 
to say that any religious denomina- 
tion might set up a chemical school | 
and teach religion in the intervals | 
of discussing the density of bodies or | 
the structural formule of organic acids, | 
and that the educational authority | 
must be party to it. If the future of | 
technical education was to be sand-| 
wiched with lectures on the Apostles’ | 
Creed, then we should never get into | 
the position we all so earnestly de-| 
siree A man might be thoroughly | 
religious in all his life, but he did not | 
want to mix up his religion with 
his mathematics, and he did 
not think of Job and _ paleontology 
at the same moment. Surely we might 
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rise above these miserable sectarian 
views of life, and realise that we are 
doing the best thing for religious educa- 
tion when we recognise that serious 
studies may very well be carried on at 
times when we do not devote our 
thoughts to religion. There were a 
great many schools which must be 
called secondary schools at present in 
existence, but he regretted to say that 
very few of them were technical in the 
sense in which he was using the word. 
He hoped that in future those technical 
schools would abound. The Amendment 
conceded to existing schools that no 
County Council should stipulate that a 
certain religious formula should or should 
not be taught, but to say that in the 
future no County Council should stipu- 
late that for a technical school no 
particular religious formula should be 
taught was to start secondary edu- 
cation with the brand of sectarianism. 
He asked the Government not to look 
upon this as an Amendment which 
tied their hands in regard to the 
future of secondary schools. Let us 
agree so far as we can. Let them 
take this Clause with its extraordinarily 
severe restrictions as applying only to 
existing schools, but let them leave for 
more careful thought the decision as to 
what powers the County Councils should 
have with regard to new schools 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) asked whether the Amend- 
ment now proposed would interfere with 
the power of the County Council to give 
help out of the new 2d. rate to the 
Welsh intermediate schools. He hoped 
the Amendment to be moved by the 
First Lord of the Treasury would soon 
appear in print, so that they might be 
able to appreciate it. 


(11.8.) Question put, 


The Committee divid.d :—Ayes, 105; 
Noes, 263. (Division List No. 271.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Brigg, John 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead | Broadhurst, Henry 
Allen, CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud | Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Caldwell, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Boiton, Thomas Dolling 


Sir William Mather. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Campbel!-B:nnerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Cawley, Frederick 
| Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
| Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
| Duncan, J. Hestings 
| Edwards, Frank 
| Ellis, John Edward 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


James 
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Fenwick, Charles Lewis, John Herbert Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Seames, Arthur Wellesley 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall | Soares, Ernest J. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | M‘Kenna, Reginald | Spear, Jobn Ward 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall | Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R. (N’rthants 





Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford Markham, Arthur Basil Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Grant, Corrie | Mather, Sir William | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick | Mellor, Rt.Hon. JohnWilliam | Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Grifith, Ellis J. Mildmay, Francis Bingham | Tennant, Harold John 


Gardon, Sir W. Brampton Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | Morley, Charles (Breconshire | ‘Thomas, Sir eye me ee E. 
erthyr 





Harmsworth, R. Leicester Moss, Samuel Thomas, David Alfred( 

Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- | Moulton, John Fletcher | Thomas, F. Freeman. (Hastings 
Helme, Norval Watson Newnes, Sir George | Toulmin, George 

Horniman, Frederick John Nussey, Thomas Willans | Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Palmer, George Wm. (Reading | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Paulton, James Mellor Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Jacoby, James Alfred Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden | White, George (Norfolk) 
Joicey. Sir James Perks, Robert William White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


Jones, David Brynmor (Swans’a | Philipps, John Wynford Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire | Priestley, Arthur | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Kitson, Sir Janes | Rickett, J. Compton | Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Lambert, George Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) | Yoxall, James Henry 

Langley, Batty | Robson, William Snowdon | 

Layland-Barratt, Francis | Runciman, Walter 

Leese, SirJ osephF.(Accrington | Russel], T. W. | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Leigh, Sir Joseph | Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh | Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Leng, Sir John | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford | Samuel Evans. 


Levy, Maurice | Shipman, Dr. John G, 











NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Charrington, Spencer | Fisher, William Hayes 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Churchill, Winston Spencer | FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Ambrose, Robert Clive, Captain Percy A. Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready | Flower, Ernest 

Bain, Colonel James Robert | Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole Flynn, James Christopher 
Balearres, Lord | Compton, Lord Alwyne Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Corbett, A.Camerun (Glasgow) | Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Galloway, William Johnson 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | Cox,[rwin Edward Bainbridge | Gardner, Ernest 

Banbury, Frederick George | Cranborne, Lord Garit, William 

Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | Cripps, Charles Alfred | Godson, SirAugastusFrederick 
Beach, RtHn. SirMichaelHicks | Crossley, Sir Saville Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 


Beckett, Ernest William | Cubitt, Hon. Henry Gore,HnG. R.C,Ormsby-(Salop 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Dalkeith, Earl of ' Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Bignold, Arthur | Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Go-chen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Bigwood, James | Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Bil, Charles | Delany, William | Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Dickinson, Robert Edmond _| Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Boland, John | Dickson, Charles Scott | Gretton, John 

Rond, Edward | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield | Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Dillon, John Groves, James Grimble 


Boustield, William Robert Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex | Donelan, Captain A. | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
| Harris, Frederick Leverton _ 


Brassey, Albert | Doogan, P. C. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Dorington, Sir John Edward | Haich, Eraest Frederick Geo. 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hayden, John Patrick 
Brotherton, Edward Allen Duke, Henry Edward Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Brown. AlexanderH.(Shropsh. | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Bull, William James Dyke,Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart | Helder, Augustus 

Batcher, John George Egerton, Hon. A. ve Tatton | Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. Faber, George Denison (York) | Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Vautleyv, Henry Strother | Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Hogg, Lindsay 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. | Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Howard,Jvohn(Kent, Fav’rsh’m 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Finch, George H. | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
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Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Kt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. ) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesbam 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Loya, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cummin 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh. Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, Joho 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,Jhn.Throgmorton 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, Jolin J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N. 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(W’Ithamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Charles J. vein) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JuhnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Josevh (Louth, South 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. rorde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, RtHn.Col. Edw.J, 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Li 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B (Isleof Wight. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs). 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, RtHn J.G. (OxfdUniv. 
| Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(T’unton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon.John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton-und-L'ne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 








| 
| 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOU Rsaid it would bein 
the recollection of the Committee that 
at an early stage in the afternoon he 
had promised to move an Amendment 
to the Amendment in the sense of the 
Amendment moved by his hon. friend 
below the Gangway, and also of the 
Amendment on the Paper of his hon. 
friend behind him on the same sub- 
section. The Amendment which he 
now proposed was to add to the words 
already passed, ‘‘ Shall or shall not be 
taught or used in any school or college ” 
the words ‘aided but not provided by 
the Committee, and no pupil shall be 
excluded from any such school or college 
provided by the Council on the ground 
of religious belief”. That embodied the 
proposal of his two hon. friends, and in 





accordance with the suggestion he had 
made in regard to the scheme, and he 
now moved the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘college,’ 
to insert the words ‘aided but not provided 
by the council, and no pupil shall be excluded 
on the ground of religious belief from a school 
or college provided by the council.’”—(Mr. 4 
J. Balfour.) 

Question proposed, “ ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BRYCE said of course he recog- 
nised the action of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in giving the promise he had made, 
and he was glad that he had moved this 
Amendment. He was afraid, however, 
that it did not meet the wishes of that 
side of the House. From the very first 
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they had desired something much larger 
—that no council should in future have 
the power of providing out of its funds, 
which were public funds, any school of a 
sectarian character. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s Amendment did not go 
that length. It only provided that no 
pupils should be excluded on the grounds 
of religious belief ; but what they desired 
was that no preference should be given 
toany one religious body over another, 
but that a real and absolute religious 
equality should prevail; that though 
there might be religious instruction of 
different types provided for the wishes 
of different denominations, these denom- 
inations shall all be on an equality, and 
that no public funds should be in the 
hands of one religious denomination 
more than another. They asked that 
on two grounds. In the first place 
itconformed to those just principles of 
equality which the Legislature had long 
ago adopted in dealing with this question. 
There had been exceptions, such as the 
grants to the denominational schools, 
but against these exceptions they had 
never ceased to protest. In the second 
place, it had been recognised in the case 
of the ancient Universities, to a very 
large extent indeed in the case of the 
schools under the Endowed Schools Act, 
and it had even now been recognized in 
the case of King’s College, which had 
been founded by the Church 
England. 


of 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said theright hon. 


Gentleman was arguing in favour of a 


Cowper-Temple Clause for these schools 
and colleges to be hereafter erected by 
the education authority. He suggested 
that that would be more convenient and 
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quite legitimately discussed as a proposed: 
addition to the clause. 


Mr. BRYCE said he really had no- 
objection to what the right hon. Gentle- 
man had suggested. He had only 
thought it was more respectful to the 
right hon. Gentleman to let him know 
at the earliest possible moment that 
his proposal was not sufficient. 


Eart PERCY said he wished to ask 
the exact meaning of what the Amend- 
ment would be. They were all agreed 
as to the object of the Amendment, but 
it might confine this clause to the schools 
and colleges already aided. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that they 
had provided in the sub-section already 
passed for schools and colleges “aided, or 
to be aided.” They now came to such 
schools and colleges as were provided by 
the local authority, and his Amendment 
said that no persons should be excluded 
from a school or college provided by the: 
local authority on the ground of any 
religious belief. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he thought 
that it would be desirable that the term 
“college” should include “any day or 
residential college for the training of 
teachers.” 


Mr. A.J. BALFOURsaid withall respect 
that to make the addition of these words. 
would spoil the drafting of the Bill. It 
was perfectly clear and obvious that the 
reference was not merely to ordinary 
secondary schools, but to schools devoted. 
to training teachers. 
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Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he would suggest, as a pure matter 
of grammar, the words “no child shall 
be excluded from any school or college.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
already asked the Chairman to put it 
in that form. 


Mr. BRYCE said it seemed to him 
that it would be a little awkward to 
provide for the less before the greater. 
It was quite clear that the Amendment 
on which they were afterwards to take 
a discussion ought not to follow, but to 
come before the word “ person.” 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he entirely 
agreed with the remark of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, because the Cowper- 
Temple Clause covered the whole position, 
and what they were giving now was a 
conscience clause applicable to new 
colleges and schools established by County 
Councils. A great many hon. Gentlemen 
on this side of the House were very 
clearly of opinion that where new colleges 
were established they should be of an 
unsectarian character. They were quite 
prepared to preserve to the existing 
colleges their present privileges, but 
where they were going to take public 
funds, and nothing but public funds, for 
building new colleges, that was another 
question. Consequently a conscience 
clause would not be needed, for the 
Cowper Clause would cover the whole 


position. 


(11.35.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his 
hon. friend appeared to think that the 
‘Cowper-Temple Clause was the better of 
the two. He himself did not take that 
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view. The Amendment which was before 
the Committee was the one which wag 
promised by the Government ; and if it 
were passed, his friend would have an 
opportunity afterwards of voting for the 
Cowper-Temple addition to it. 


*Mr. MOULTON said that the last 
words in the Amendment raised a very 
serious question as to the status of future 
public schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked, on a point 
of order, whether the Cowper- Temple 
Clause was in fact raised by the Amend- 
ment at all? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: No. That is 
raised by the Amendment to the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. MOULTON said he was not 
referring .to the Cowper - Temple 
Clause. He merely wished to point out 
that the last words of the Amendment 
of the right hon. Gentleman opened up 
a new question altogether, which was 
quite apart from the question touched 
on in the earlier words of the Amend- 
ment. He would suggest that they 
should first discuss the first part of the 
Amendment, which had reference to 
schools or colleges aided, but not pro 
vided, by the local authority. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he did not 
think there was any difficulty in dealing 
with the Amendment in its present form. 
Of course, it would be necessary for hon. 
Members who believed that the proviso 
should extend not merely to schools 
provided by the local authority, but also 
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to schools aided by them, to endeavour 
to amend the Amendment. He would 
propose to insert after the word “college” 
in the right hon. Gentleman’s Amend- 
ment the words, “‘ to be established here- 
after, and provided or aided by the 
council.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
Amendment of the hon. Gentleman would 
reintroduce the point which had been 
decided by the last Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said his hon. 
friends and himself were desirous of 
discussing whether the proviso was to 
apply to all secondary schools in the 
future, and he hoped that a discussion 
of that kind might be in order. 


Mr. LAMBERT said it seemed to him 
that the last part of the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman contemplated 
the idea that the County Councils or the 
local authorities could in future establish 
denominational schools or colleges. He 
strongly objected to the words, and could 
not imagine anything more subversive to 
public feeling. He wished to ask if his 
interpretation was right. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
County Councils could act as suggested 
by the hon. Member, but not as a con- 
sequence of his Amendment. Of course, 
they would not be able to do so if the 
addition suggested by hon. and learned 
Gentleman below the Gangway were 
accepted. That would make it impos- 
sible. 


Mr. LAMBERT asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman would accept his hon. 
and learned friend’s addition. 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Wait until we- 
discuss it. 


Mr. LAMBERT: But the two hang 
together. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that they ought 
not to empower the local authorities to. 
set up denominational schools or colleges. 
It was impossible for them, however, to. 
discuss the matter properly without see- 
ing the Amendment in print ; and he 
would, therefore, suggest that the right 
hon. Gentleman should report progress 
and put the clause as amended on the 
Paper. If the County Councils were to: 
be empowered to establish denomina- 
tional colleges, he would be obliged to 
vote against the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment, oragainst any other Amend- 
ment that would bring that about. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he wished 
to suggest to his right hon. friend that 
it was now clear that by making con- 
cessions to the Opposition he was only 
prolonging the debate and running 
the risk of destroying the Bill. He 
would suggest to his right hon. friend 
to withdraw his Amendment now, 
and bring it up on Report, which would 
enable him to make any change which 
was desired, without giving the Opposi- 
tion an opportunity of delaying the 
progress of the Bill. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire, E.) said he wished to understand 
what the Amendment really was. Did 
it mean that any denomination could 
start a school of its own, and 
work it as a denominational school. 
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although it was supported out of the 
rates? If that was the meaning of 
the Amendment, he certainly did not 
-want concessions of that kind. It was 
not a concession at all, and instead of 
being in the interests of the education 
-of the country, it would simply continue 
the ill-feeling which existed in the 
country. 


Str JOHN GORST said it would be im- 
possible to misrepresent the meaning of 
the Amendment more than it had been 
misrepresented by the two Jast speakers. 
The Amendment was perfectly clear. 
It first of all restricted the sub-section to 
the case of schools which were aided, but 
not provided, by the local authority. 
With regard to schools provided by the 
local authority, it was enacted that no 
pupil should be excluded from them by 
reason of his religious conviction. Did 
any hon. Member dissent from those two 
propositions? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen desired a 
further Amendment, which would apply 
the Cowper-Temple Clause to all schools 
aided by the local authorities, but that 
could be discussed tomorrow. It did 
not in any way affect the proposal of his 
right hon. friend, which simply carried 
out the conclusion at which they had 
arrived in a previous discussion. _. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the 
Amendment made things worse than 
they were. As the sub-section stood, 
there was grave doubt as to whether 
the local authority could found a 
denominational school; but with the 
Amendment added, there could be no 
doubt about it. The words of the sub- 
section were, that the Council should 
mot require in the application of money 

Mr. Abel Thomas. 
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that a particular form of religion should 
be taught in any school or college, 
That, surely, meant that if they founded 
a college they should not require that 
any particular dogma should be taught 
in it. If the Amendment were added, 
it would mean that the local authorities 
would be entitled to found a sectarian 
college, although they could not exclude 
from that coilege a pupil on account 
of his religious belief. Surely, by im- 
plication, that meant that the local 
authority could found a sectarian col- 
lege. It was all very well for the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich to call 
this a concession to the Opposition, but 
it looked more like a concession to the 
noble Lord and his Party. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he had 
already appealed to his right hon. friend 
to withdraw the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that he 
agreed with the noble Lord. He 
thought the words exceedingly danger 
ous without the Amendment of his hon. 
and learned friend. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he would 
oppose the Amendment very strongly if 
the words he suggested were not accepted. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS asked 
what would be the position of teachers 
under the Amendment. Would they 
be subjected to a religious test ? 


Sm JOHN GORST said the Amend- 
ment did not affect the position of the 
teachers in any way. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
it would be unfair to ask the Committee 
to decide on the question without 
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seeing the various Amendments on the 


Paper. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would agree to report progress. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that for 
once he found himself in agreement with 
the noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich, and he thought they would be 
well advised to oppose the Amendment 
in its present form. He had always 
held the view that if a council applied 
money to a school, it should not be 
empowered to make the religious in- 
struction in that school a condition of 
the grant. The Firat Lord of the 
Treasury assented to that view, but the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment 
went in a totally contrary direction, 
as, by implication, it meant that a courcil 
might establish a really denominational 
school or college. He thought that if 
the right hon. Gentleman withdrew the 
latter words of his Amendment, they 
might be able to arrive at an agreement ; 
otherwise they would be bound to oppose 
it with all the strength in their power. 
He hoped the Committee would not come 
to a hasty decision on the matter, as if 
the Amendment were passed it would 
entirely upset what they understood to be 
the meaning of the Clause. 


Mr. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) said he 
desired to join in the appeal to the right 


hon. Gentleman to withdraw the Amend- } 


ment. He regretted that the noble Lord 
the member for Greenwich should be 
thought fit to lecture the Opposition. He 
would inform the noble Lord that legiti- 
mate discussion in the House of Commons 
was a fairer method of Parliamentary 
0pposition than loitering in the lobbies. 
The question they had to consider was 
whether the right hon. Gentleman’s 
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Amendment put them in a better posi- 
tion. He submitted it did not. As the 
Bill now stood there was no hint, or sug- 
gestion, or advice to the councils to found 
denominational colleges or schools ; but 
he submitted that the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman was a direct sug- 
gestion to the councils to found such 
colleges and schools. If the Amendment 
were passed in its present form, the 
councils would conclude that the normal 
state of affairs was that they should 
establish educational schools and colleges, 
and as a concession to Nonconformists 
they would not be excluded from them. 
He thought that was a humiliating posi- 
tion ; he submitted that the Amendment 
of the right hon. Gentleman aggravated 
the injury, and he trusted the Committee 
would reject it, 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would allow pro- 
gress to be reported. Various opinions, had 
been expressed as to what the effect of the 
Amendment would be ; and he was quite 
sure the right hon. Gentleman would be 
well advjsed to report progress, as they 
could not possibly discuss the matter to- 
night. He begged to move to report 
progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘*- That the Chairman report progress, and 
ask leave to sit again.”"—(Mr. Samuel 
Evans.) 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
not oppose the Motion. He had moved 
the Amendment, because the House 
generally, and not least the Opposition, 
at an earlier stage of the discussion 
theught that it would bea proper Amend- 
ment to move, and that that was the 
proper place to move it. Certainly it 
was his intention to act in accordance 
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with the views of hon. Members ; but he 
might have to consider whether that was 


possibly not the best way of attempting 
to carry on the Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress. 
To sit again Tomorrow. 


POST OFFICE SITES (RECOMMITTED) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN moved to 


report progress. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would appeal to the Committee not 
to object to the progress of the Bill. 
It was an unopposed measure, and had 
passed through a Hybrid Committee 
with only a single Amendmeht, which 
he himself moved in response to a pledge 
he had given in the House. Its only 
object was to secure two sites for post 
office premises, one in Dulwich, and the 
other in the neighbourhood of Oxford 
Street. The latter was urgently needed» 
not only for ordinary postal purposes, 
but also for the post-office telephone 
service; and on its early acquisition 
depended their power to bring the post- 
office telephone system into operation 
in that part of London. It would cause 
very great inconvenience to many 
business houses if it were delayed, and 
he hoped that after the explanation he 
had given the Bill would be allowed to 
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Clauses 1 to 6 were agreed to without 
Amendment. 


Clause 7 :— 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) said 
he would not object if it were understood 
that the clause would not be regarded as 
a precedent. 





Clause agreed to. 

Bill reported, without Amendments. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would appeal to the House to allow 


the Bill to be read a third time. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said that. 
one stage ought to satisfy the hon. 


‘| Gentleman. 


Mr, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that of course he could not press his 
Motion if the hon. Gentleman objected; 
but it was a matter of great public con- 
venience. 


Mr. FLAVIN said that in the cir 
cumstances he would not object. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


Committee report progress; to st 
again upon Friday. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 





go through. 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


Twelve o’clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


——- 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect of 
the :— 
Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill, 
ought to be dispensed with, and the 
: Bill allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.1.} 


Reported from the Select Committee 
(on re-commitment), with Amendments, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY (ABANDONMENT) BILL, 


CHARD GAS BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment. 


ch imdicates revision by the Membe 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 

Moved, That the order made the 14th 
March last, “That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 
19th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; 
C ~ agreed to; Billread 2* accordingly and 


I 
8 
~ 
7) 
. 
> 


commencement 


at the 


: NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAILWAY 
BI 


, Mate BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERs) BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


BUCKIE BURGH EXTENSION AND 
BUCKIE (CRAIGENROAN HARBOUR 
ORDER CONFIRMATION) BILL [u.1.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [n.1.1. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


VOL. CX. [FourtH SERIES. | 


{8 JuLy 1902} 
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LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICKSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 

Amendments agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
Committee having found that the peti- 
tioner against the Dorchester Orcer had 
no locus standi before them; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table: the orders 
made on the 19th and 27th of June last 
discharged; and Billi committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION (No. 2) BILL [.1.}. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


|} GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 


TION (No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): an Amendment made: Stand- 
ing Committee negatived: Report of the 
Amendment to be received on Thursday 
next. 

IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed. 

ROTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Brought from the ‘Commons, read 1*; 
to be printed; and (pursuant to 
the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
been read 2* and reported from the Com- 
mittee. (No. 141.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 
1888. 


Seventh Report, by the Board of Trade, 
of proceedings under Section 31 of the 
Act, including proceedings upon com- 
plaints made under Section 1 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1894. 


2P 
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TRADE. 

Annual statement of the trade of the 
United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 
and British Possessions, 1901. Volume 
TI. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2844. Brazil (Paré). 
No. 2845. Germany. 
No. 2846. Portugal (Mozambique). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour of ; of the Man- 
chester, Salford, and District Temperance 
Union (two petitions)— Free Churches 
of Eccles—read, and ordered tw lie on 
the Table. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; 
to be printed; and¥referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 140.) 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL, 
PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 

mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Thursday next. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments: the 
Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House and by 
the Standing Committee to be received 
on Thursday next, and Bill to be printed 
as amended. (No. 142.) 


UNIVERSITY OF ae (GRADUATES) 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee, without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Monday next. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) ((RELAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order.) 


Amendments made. 


{LORDS} 
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THE Eart or MAYO: I think I ought 
to explain that the Amendments which 
have been inserted on behalf of the Irish 
Office are simply verbal Amendments 
with the object of making the Bill 
easier to understand. I beg to move 
that the Standing Committee be nega- 
tived. 


Moved, That the Standing Committee 
be negatived.—(The Earl of Mayo.) 


Tae CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morty): I should like to 
know why it is considered necessary to 
negative the Standing Committee in the 
case of this Bill. This is a long Bill and 
there have been a good many Amend- 
ments inserted. There is no_ special 
reason, so far as I can see, why the Bill 
should be exempted from the Standing 
Committee Stage. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: My only object 
is to get the Bill through as quickly as 
possible. It has been already considerably 
delayed, and the sooner it is passed the 
better it will be for the country to which 
it applies. 

Eart SPENCER: I certainly cannot 
support the Motion of the noble Ear! to 
negative the Standing Committee. The 
Standing Committee is by no means 
slow in its proceedings, and the delay 
that would be caused by the Bill going 
to that. Committee would be practically 
nil. I think it would be contrary to our 

eneral rule to negative the Standing 
ommittee on a Bill of this sort. 


Motion, 
withdrawn. 


by leave of the House, 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee, and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 143.) 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing read. 

On Question, Bill read 3*. 

THE EArt or GALLOWAY pro 


to amend Clause 2, which _ 
exceptions in the Act of 23rd and 


the 
24th 
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years of Victoria, Chapter 45, of pro-| 
‘the other House, and which bristled 


jetors and others from the penal and 


other provisions directed against fishing for | 


trout by net (except in ponds or lochs ex- 
¢lusively belonging to such persons) and 
other practices, provided that it shall 
still be legal and permissible for such 

prietors and others to fish for trout 
4 net in such rivers, waters, or lochs 
where such fishing is prosecuted for 
scientific, breeding, or restocking pur- 

s. He moved to omit the words 
“exclusively belonging to such persons ” 
and to substitute the words, “all the 

prietors of which have agreed to 
permit such fishing.” 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 2, page 2, line 13, to leave out 


from ‘exclusively’ to ‘persons’ in line 14, 
and to insert ‘all the proprietors of which 


have agreed to permit such fishing.’”—(7'he | : 
own property, and it was for that reason 


Earl of Galloway.) 


*Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 


{Lord BaLrour of BURLEIGH), said he 


would have preferred the form of words | 


which he suggested to the noble Earl 


after the discussion in the Standing | 
Committee, but as the noble Earl pre-| 


ferred his own form, he would not oppose 
the Amendment. In accepting the 
Amendment he did so because it was 
evidently the sense of the 
Committee that such an Amendment 
should be made, and it was especially 
advocated by the noble Earl the Leader 
of the Opposition. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Earn or GALLOWAY then 
moved to add the words, “‘ Provided also 
that nothing in this Clause contained 
shall affect ponds or lochs which are the 
exclusive property of a single proprietor.” 
He asked to be forgiven if, to a certain 
extent, he repeated the arguments he 
made use of when the Bill was in Com- 
mittee, but there were very few Members 
inthe House at that time, and the drift 
“of the Bill was evidently not understood. 


Had the details been observed, he felt quite | 
| like manner. 


certain that noble Lords would not have 
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which had been dove-tailed into it in 


with penalties to owners. Where 
different proprietors owned parts of a 
loch, he thought that perhaps it might 
be as well to have legislation on a 
subject of this sort, but where a loch 


‘or pond belonged exclusively to one 


proprietor, he could not see why the 


legislature should dictate to him how he 


should catch his own trout. If they did 
that, they might extend it to other things. 
For instance, there might be people calling 
themselves sportsmen who would object 
to a man shooting with two guns, or 
they might object to the setting of nets 
to prevent hares escaping. Others might 
object to the use even of a breech-loader. 
There was no end to the length legisla- 
tion of this kind might run. It was part 


‘of the modern tendency to dictate to 


owners what they should do with their 


that he asked the House to adopt his 
Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


‘‘In line 24, after ‘purposes,’ to insert 
‘Provided also that nothing in this Clause 
contained shall affect ponds or lochs which are 
the exclusive property of a single proprietor.’” 
—(The Earl of Galloway.) 


LorpTWEEDMOUTH hopedthe noble 
Lord the Secretary for Scotland would 


not accept the Amendment, which would 
simply sanction, on the part of pro- 


prietors, the most destructive form 
of poaching it was possible to con- 
ceive. If the Amendment were adopted 


'a proprietor, provided the water was 
his exclusive property, could fish for trout 


by burning the water, or by striking the 
fish with any instrument, or by pointing, 
or by putting into the water lime or any 
other substance destructive to trout, and 
in other ways which were prohibited in 
While he 
was entirely in favour of protecting the 


| right of a proprietor to do anything of a 


legitimate character with regard to his 


own fishing, yet he thought he should be 


prevented from fishing in an unsportsman- 
What was sauce for the 


accepted the very drastic terms of Clause | goose was sauce for the gander, and in 


2. The Bill was brought in for the 
purpose of extending the close time for 


trout in Scotland, and, so far as it achieved | 


this case the same law should apply as 
applied to the general public. Trout 
fishing in Scotland stood on an entirely 


that object, the Bill had his support. | different footing from trout fishing in 


But he took exception to a provision | 


England. In Scotland they had no 


2P2 
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coarse fishing at all; practically the 
whole of the fishing in Scotland consisted 
of trout fishing, and, thanks to the 
liberality of proprietors, it was indulged 
in by all classes. He thought it was 
desirable, in the interests of all concerned, 
that these poaching methods of fishing 
should be stamped as illegitimate. The 
first Amendment of the noble Earl's 
which the House had agreed to gave the 
de cing power to catch fish in any 
egitimate manner. It was necessary to 
scan very closely all these proposals with 
regard to fishing, and he trusted that 
their Lordships would adhere to the 
wording of the Clause as it at present 
stood. 


Tue Ear, or CAMPERDOWN sup- 
ported the Amendment, which he did not 
think the noble Lord who had just spoken 
had carefully read. The question simply 
was whether a man who owned a loch or 
pond should be allowed to do as he liked 
with the fishing of it. It was not neces- 
sary, in the public interest, to do away 
with the proprictors’ rights. This was 
not a question of trout only. The de- 
struction of pike was often very desirable, 


but without using the peculiar methods 


referred to it could not be done. It was 
impossible to do away with pike simply 
by netting them. 


THe Ear oF WEMYSS took the 
same view, and dissented from the use of 
the word “ poaching” in connection with 
the exercise by a proprietor of his own 
rights of fishing in the way which 
seemed best to him. If his noble friend 
the Earl of Galloway went to a division, 
he would support him. The Amend- 
ment simply asked that where a fishing 
was in aloch or pond that belonged to 
one proprietor exclusively, the proprietor 
should be able to fish it in any way he 
liked. That seemed to him perfectly 
right and reasonable. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
expressed the hope that the noble Earl 
who had proposed the Amendment 
would not go to a division. If he did, 
he was afraid he would have to vote 
against him. They had asked the general 
public, who valued the right of fishing 
for trout by fly.and other lures, to give 
that up for a certain period each year, 
and he thought that, considering what 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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they asked the public to give u 
proprietors should also ous a sh 
able concession. The noble Earl on the. 
Cross Benches had been severe upon him 
for describing these practices ag “ 

ing,” but certainly the methods of fish. 
ing which the House was asked by the 
Amendment to preserve were the 
methods of a poacher. He hoped the 
House would adhere to the Bill as it 
stood. In reply to the observation of hig 
noble friend the Earl of Camperdown, 
he pointed out that the Clause was con- 
fined to trout in all its species. There 
was nothing in the Clause which ex. 
tended it to other fish. 


THe Eart oF GALLOWAY could not 
understand, if this was so, why the 
noble Lord the Secretary for Scotland 
refused to accept an Amendment which 
he moved in the Standing Committee, 
substituting the word “trout” for 
“ fish.” 


* Lorp STANMORE-said that, though. 
not a Scotch peer, his connection with 
Scotland perhaps excused his taking 
part in so essentially Scottish a dis- 
cussion. With the application of restric- 
tions to waters in which there was a 
public interest he quite concurred, but 
the case of a piece of ornamental water 
in a man’s own grounds, or a pond 
before his hall door, was quite a 
different one. He pointed out that 
even with this Bill and its restrictions 
on methods of taking fish, the exclusive 
proprietor of a pond could drain it and. 
leave all the fish high and dry to shift for 
themselves. But he would be unable to 
take the fish out of his pond in any other 
way than that prescribed by the Bill. This. 
was, he contended, a very large inter- 
ference with the rights of proprietors. 
And how were they to enforce it? Was 
there to be a Government spy in every 
body’s garden, or were the servants 
and gamekeepers of a proprietor to be 
encouraged to inform against him! 
According to the explanation which had 
been given by the noble Lord in charge 
of the Bill, lines might be set for pike, 
but if trout caught on, that would render 
the proprietor subject to a penalty. He 
failed to see how, without some miracu- 
lous intervention, such as that of anew 
St. Francis of Assisi preaching to the 
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fish, a proprietor was to prevent trout 
taking the line which had been set for 


pike 


Tue EaRL OF ROSEBERY said that 
if the noble Earl pressed his Amendment 
to a division, he would feel obliged to 
support him. For himself, he could not 
see any reason for so large and apparently 
needless an interference with property, 
and one which was liable to so great an 
abuse. ‘It would give the right of 
@pionage, so to speak, inside sheltered 
parks and domains, which might be 
exercised most vexatiously, and all for 
what ‘—for an object which was almost 
intangible. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE said he did _ not 
think the object of the Bill was 
s intangible as the noble Earl 
imagined. It seemed to him altogether 
impolitic that, when they were attempt- 
ing to deprive the general public of the 
right of using particular modes of 
taking fish, they should reserve that 





tight for the owners of ponds or lochs. 
That which was made illegal on streams 


or lochs generally should not be made 
legal owing to a particular stream or 
loch being in the hands of one proprietor. 
He also drew attention to the fact that, 
although a loch might be entirely the 
property of one or more proprietors, the 
fish belonging to streams flowing in and 
out of it probably had access to and ran 
up to it at certain times. He thought 
it was impossible to contend that the 
fish of these lochs could be regarded in 
all cases as the peculiar property of the 
riparian owners of the lochs. He would 
vote against the Amendment. 


THE Eart or MAYO did not think 
that cross-line fishing in a river did any 
material amount of harm. Moreover, 
in Ireland, where there was excellent 
fishing, a man could fish with cross 
lines if he paid a licence. It seemed 
extraordinary to prohibit cross -line 
fishing in Scotland and yet allow it in 
Ireland, providing a licence was taken 
out. 


On Question, the House divided :— 
Contents, 41; Not-Contents, 45. 
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Bill passed and returned to the 
Commons. 


EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN IN 

: FACTORIES. 

{- Eant BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, I 
beg to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department will reconsider the 
Order for fruit preserving under the 
Factory and Workshop Act of 1901, with 
a view of preventing the undue employ- 
ment of adult women for excessive hours 
under Article 5 of the Order, and 
extending the exception given by Article 
6 of the Order to young persons under 
eighteen, instead of only to those under 
sixteen years of age. In putting this 
Question to the noble Lord who repre- 
sents the Home Office, I hope he will 
allow me to express the warm thanks of 
those who are interested in factory 
legislation for the very great step in 
advance which this Order makes. [| 
wish to direct the attention of the noble 
Lord to Article 6, in which it is stated 
that no young person under sixteen 
years of age shall be employed before 
six o'clock in the morning or after ten 
o'clock in the evening. [ would point 
out that even with this restriction it is 
possible for girls to be employed for no 
less than sixteen hours in the course of 
the day. The noble Lord probably 
knows that this Order was introduced 
in response to an appeal made in another 
place to the Home Secretary, when the 
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found at two o'clock in the day going 
back to a spell of work of no less than 
nine hours, having been at work that 
morning from six o'clock. I cannot but 
think that your Lordships will see that 
there is some need for an amendment of 
the law in this case. This Order pro- 
vides that after every five hours work, 
there shall be an interval of half-an-hour; 
that is a small allowance to give in a day 
of so many as seventeen hours. 

It practically comes to this, that during 
those four months these women get no 
time to themselves, until they are com- 
pletely broken down through overwork. 
I quite understand that the fruit must be 
treated immediately, especially as it is 
frequently bought in a half-rotten con- 
dition. There is, on the part of some 
manufacturers, a disposition not to buy 
fruit in the morning when it is fresh, but 
to wait till the evening when it is cheap 
and half-rotten, and then these young 
persons are turned on to the work of pre- 
serving it till very late. This half-rotten 
fruit is bought day after day, and that 
is how the pressure arises. In these days. 
of cold storage, it surely should be easy 
to devise some system by which fruit 
could be stored in cold chambers, until 
it could be treated by women better fitted 
to do it than those who have been work- 
ing, perhaps, twelve hours in the day 
already. In some factories it has been 
found possible to do this, and I hope the 
Home Office will be able to spur on other 
employers to treat their workpeople in a 
‘more humane manner. I press this 














Factory and Workship Bill was in Com-/ question, not only on behalf of the 
mittee, and a young person is defined in| women, but also on behalf of the con- 
that Act as a person between the ages sumers, because it will be obvious 
of fourteen and eighteen. I should like | that jam which is made out of fresh 
to know why the age of sixteen is fixed fruit is a great deal more wholesome 
in this Order. We should be very glad if |than jam made out of half rotten 
the noble Lord could see his way to | fruit. I hope, therefore, that the 
promise, on behalf of the Home Office, | noble Lord will be able to promise 
that the definition in the Factory and | some amelioration both in regard to the 
Workshop Act will be reverted to in this | raising of the age limit to eighteen and 
case. It must be obvious to your Lord- the limitation of hours with regard to 
ships that the two years between sixteen | women. 

and eighteen, are very important years. | 
Again, there is no limit at all with | 
regard to women. For four months in | 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, in answer 
the year, jam factories come under the | to the question of the noble Earl, I would 
exemption by which women work any | first point out that these jam-making 
number* of hours—so many hours, in- | processes were formerly entirely exempt 
deed, that the only limit to them is the | from the Factory Acts, and it was only 


limit of their endurance. Cases are | by the Act of last year that they were 
known in which they have worked eighty- | brought under regulation at all. The 
six hours a week, and they have been | exception from the general legislation in 
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regard to hours only applies to those 
ses in which it is absolutely neces- 
sary in order to avoid the destruction of 
the fruit during the summer months. 
I followed the noble Earl with regard to 
what he said about fruit being purchased 
in some instances when not in a good 
state. The Home Secretary considers 
that the regulations already drawn up 
as far as it is safe to go at present, 
but if, after a year or two’s experience 
of the working of the Order, it is found 
that abuses still exist, it will be possible 
to impose more stringent regulations. 
The last section of the Order provides for 
an exact record being kept of all work done 
outside the ordinary factory hours, and 
therefore the Home Secretary will always 
be fully supplied with information, and 
will be able to watch the working of the 
Order as it now stands. I will represent 
to the Home Secretary what the noble 
Farl has said as to the raising of the age 
limit in the case of young persons from 
sixteen to eighteen. 


Tae EARL or WEMYSS: I do not 
quite gather whether the Government 
are prepared to accept the suggestion of 
the noble Earl that there are certain 
hours of the day when fruit ought to be 
bought and when it ought not to be 
bought, and that there is a certain 
degree of ripeness which fruit ought to 
possess before it is made into jam. I 
should like to ask whether the Govern- 
ment are going to bring in a Bill to 
carry that out. 


Lorp BELPER: My answer to the 
last question is in the negative. With 
regard to the other question, I thought 
I fully covered it when I said that the 
Secretary of State considered that the 
Order he had made was quite sufficient 
for the present until he had had further 
experience. 


MERCHANT CRUISERS IN THE NAVY. 


*LorpD BRASSEY: My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to the expenditure on 
shipbuilding for the Navy in the cruiser 


classes, and to the decline in the con- 
struction of merchant steamers under the 
British flag suitable for the reserve list. 
This subject needs examination under 
many aspects. In relation to the exten- 
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sion of commerce it is before a Select 
Committee. The convertibility of mer- 
chant steamers into fighting cruisers is 
before the Committee, of which Lord 
Camperdown is Chairman. I propose to 
deal with merchant cruisers, not as fit to 
take the place of regularly built vessels 
of war, but as the eyes of the Fleet. The 
authorities on whom I rely, including 
Sir Nathaniel Barnaby, Professor Biles, 
Mr. Pirrie, Sir Donald Currie, the late 
Lord Inverclyde and others, have recom- 
mended State aid to auxiliaries as a plan 
of providing vessels in sufficient number 
at the least cost. Our latest cruisers are 
the most powerful as yet designed for 
any Navy. Vessels of great size and cost 
cannot be built in numbers, and numbers 
are required for scouting. Coal supply, 
armament, and protection could be 
reduced, but with the result that in 
fighting efficiency the regularly built 
vessel of war would have little advantage 
| over the auxiliary cruiser. I have referred 
to considerations of cost. In dealing with 
| naval requirements, it seems vain in the 
|present day to allude to economy. 
_ Influenced by the able writings of Captain 
Mahan, the country insists that the Navy 
shall be strong. Large Estimates are 
popular. Public opinion is not consistent. 
To spend freely on the Navy is approved : 
new taxes are resented. Some day an 
increase of Estimates, even for the Navy, 
may be difficult. In the present state of 
public opinion reductions need not be 
apprehended. With Estimates so liberal, 
it may be demanded that more should be 
achieved in the reinforcement of the 
Navy. 

Our Navy Estimates for the year are 
nearly £32,000,000,as against £12,000,000 
for France, and £10,000,000 for 
Russia. What is the relative strength ? 
In battleships built we are well 
above a two- Power standard. The 
ships building are the fleets of the 
future. Great Britain is building thirteen, 
France four, Russia seven ships ; tonnage, 
Great Britain 193,000, as against 144,000 
for the two Powers. Our advantage in 
shipbuilding is searcely commensurate 
with our expenditure. Turning to cruis- 
ers, the fine ships we are now building are 
chiefly of the armoured type. Of this 
class we are building twenty-two, tonnage 
238,000, as against one ship only of the 
same class for Russia. Descending to 
protected cruisers, Great Britain has 105 
ships; tonnage 513,000. Russia, seven 
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ships ; tonnage 35,000. We have incurred 
a heavy expenditure in recent years on 
protected ships, without adding materially 
to.our naval strength. With an effective 
reserve of cruisers we might have built 
more battleships of the efficient Canopus 
class with improved armament. It has 
been necessary to build the powerful 
cruisers of the Drake class to meet similar 
vessels, but the high speed of the armoured 
cruiser is most costly, and such ships must, 
therefore, be few. In every point except 
8 the Canopus class are superior ships. 

hey steam 18 knots, and they can lie in 
line. A reinforcement of the Navy in this 
useful class, which combines in a large 
degree the qualities of the cruiser and the 
battleship, is desirable. For certain ser- 
vices in which extreme speed is neceesary, 
the Navy could be reinforced from the 
mercantile marine. It cannot give us 
battleships, armoured cruisers, ora torpedo 
flotilla, but it can supply scouts, perhaps 
more effective than any regularly built 
vessel of war. For scouts in search of 


an enemy whose position is unknown, 
high speed and long coal endurance are 
essential qualities, and these the mercan- 


tile auxiliaries possess in a high degree. 
The experience of the British Navy is 
limited to the employment of the 
: aie ” in the peace manceuvres under 
Sir Edward Seymour in 1898: In the war 
with Spain the value of mercantile auxil- 
jaries was practically tested, as man 
ships were taken up by the United States 
and successfully used as cruisers. They 
were manned by their own crews, and 
the guns were fought by detachments of 
Marines. 


I turn to the relative position of Great 
Britain and foreign countries in ocean- 
going steamships having a speed of twenty 

nots and over. This is the type most 
suitable for auxiliary cruisers. Lloyd’s 
Register gives a list of twenty-eight ships, 
but seven only are under the British flag. 
Since 1893, eleven ships have been built 
for foreign countries. The “Oceanic” 
of the White Star Line is the only vessel 
added to the British fleet ; and no attempt 
was made to rival the speed attained 
under the German flag. The ships which 
carry mails across the ocean under the 
British flag should be second to none in 
power and speed. We have lost the 
position we once held. It has been a 
difficult time for British shipowners. 
Competition with Germany in the building 

Lord Brassey. 
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and manning of ocean greyhounds has 
been difficult, because in Germany that 
form of shipping enterprise is more con- 
centrated than with us. According to 
Lloyd’s Register, the Hamburg-American 
Company have a fleet of 117 steamships 
of 316,000 tons; the Norddeutscher 
Lloyd Company a fleet of 116 ships of 
247,000 tons; the White Star Company, 
twenty-five ships of 115,000 tons ; and the 
Cunard Company, twenty-two ships of 
69,000 tons. Each of the German com- 
panies, as it will be seen, has the resources 
of an Atlantic Combine. Competition 
with the French companies is not on 
equal terms, because the Government is 
lavish in subsidies. Competition with 
American companies may become more 
difficult, because the railway companies 
can give an amount of support to Atlantic 
navigation which cannot be looked for on 
this side. 


Naval preparation must to some 
extent depend on the action taken by 
other Powers. If they develop along 
a certain line, we must follow. All the 
naval Powers of Europe give liberal 
subsidies. The policy of subsidies has been 
recommended to Congress by President 
Roosevelt, and Mr. Gage, the Secretary of 
the United States Treasury. It is contrary 
to our public policy to encourage commer- 
cial enterprise or to foster industries by 
bounties or Protection. The carrying 
trade, in which our shipping is mainly 
employed, needs no assistance from the 
State. To pay for a _ reserve of 
auxiliaries for the conveyance of mails, 
and for the means of rapid communication 
which have brought the Colonial Premiers 
to London, which carried the contingents 
to South Africa, and which do so much 
to unite the Empire, is certainly to the 
public advantage. Our mail steamers 
show the flag in distant harbours. They 
create an influence similar in kind and 
scarcely inferior in degree to the visits 
of ships of war. I will say no more 
on the general question. It must be for 
the Government to use opportunities. 
Canada may desire improved communt- 
cation as a means of extending trade. 
The Mother Country may assist in order 
to obtain auxiliary cruisers. For the 
conveyance of passengers and mails to 
Australia the P. and O. and Orient 
Companies give an efficient service. If 
their ships could be made more effective 
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as cruisers, it would be worth while to| substitute for building an adequate 
pay the cost. I may briefly refer to a | number of proper cruisers for the Navy. 
personal experience. In 1884, on the I am glad that he did so, because it 
occasion of the Pendjeh incident, the could be easily shown that, while merchant 
Board of Admiralty, of which I was a| cruisers have their proper place in our 
member, was called on to make hasty order of battle in time of war, they can 

paration for war. We turned to the | never be regarded in any full sense as a 
Mercantile Marine. The vessels were | Substitute for cruisers of the Navy proper ; 
taken up and, at a great cost, converted | 2°F do I think that our shipbuilding Vote 
into cruisers in China, and Australia. | Would ever be materially, if at all, 
They were not as efficient as we could have diminished by the possession of merchant 
wished. If the vessels then employed | °TU!sers. Why is it that we must have 
in carrying mails had been effective such a large number of cruisers? It is 
auxiliaries, the Admiralty would have | simply because the tonnage of our Mer- 
been relieved of grave anxiety, and cantile Marine is so large, and the trade 


wasteful expenditure would have been of the Empire is so vast. Cruisers are 
ated required as scouts and for other purposes 

Having dealt with the reserve of ships, with the battleships; but beyond that 
Tpass to the reserve of officers and men. there is the whole of our trade to protect ; 


Ihave twice addressed your Lordships on oan y oe ag the trade the 
our naval reserves, and their training at | “™PIre for the year 1900 — which in 
home and in the Colonies. I have had the | ound numbers was considerably over 
honour of giving evidence before the 1,000 millions sterling—with the aggre- 
Committee on Manning. I have little | 84% trade of any combination of Powers 
to say that is new. Parliament and the with which the imagination could con- 


country will be much more interested to | °°!V® Pa ” be ty ie se re ” 
know any recent decisionsof the Admiralty | ‘Adani we yee Ma y Serer ae 
on these important subjects. I have | Admiralty gs. face, as compared with 
given to my noble friend private notice |that of any foreign Admiralty in the 
that I would ask him to make a Statement. | ™atter of the protection of trade. It 
The only new suggestion I desire to offer | would never do to rely in time of war on 

| the possibility of all this country required 


is this, that mail steamers could be used | : L 
for training Engineer officers and stokers. | being supplied by the merchant ships of 


We need a strong reserve. The State other nations. I think it is greatly to 
should train, not only stokers entered for | the advantage e Fa country that the 
long service in the Navy, but reservists. | C°™TY'™S trade of the world, and especially 


: : “a: +, | in those articles on which we so much 
reas comstcion, § nal a came | depend, should be in the hands of other 
Similar ships under the British flag might | nations as well as ourselves. But if you 
he utilised in the same way. The work eliminate the tonnage of British shipping 
would be done at less cost, and, in some | {rom the calculation, you will find that 
respect, more efficiently than in a training | this country simply could not be supplied 
squadron and in ships not profitably | PY the tonnage belonging to and registered 
employed in peaceful service. I have under foreign flags ; and it could not be 


brought the subjects with which I have to the interests of this country that on 
been endeavouring to deal before the First the outbreak of war there should be any 
Lord of the Admiralty under circum- wholesale transfer of British shipping to 


stances which call for careful consideration ee —— _ Therefore, in considering 
of policy, rather than for hasty decision. | the tae stimates ager roger wire 
The time seems opportune for those | Me vA ign te se . oa mo cfm 
not in a responsible position to offer | sn aa npneveihes il She etd “se Ss 
suggestions. | form, it must also be remember that 
our Navy is a voluntary service, and that 
| we cannot fall back upon compulsory 
*Tue FIRST LORD or tHE ADMIR- | service as the great Continental nations 
ALTY (the Earl of SELBORNE): My | can. 
Lords, I noticed that the noble Lord in| A remarkable analysis of the Esti- 
introducing this subject was careful to| mates of the Navies of the world was 
disclaim any advocacy of the idea that | issued a few months ago by the Reporter 
merchant cruisers could be used as a|on the French Navy Budget to the 
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French Chamber. Although, of course,| behind. The explanation is perfectly 
that official had valuable criticisms to | simple. These vessels of high speed are 
offer on all the Estimates, yet he un- | not built purely for commercial pu 
doubtedly came to the conclusion that, on | As oclieseilal investments they do not 
the whole, the British Estimates showed pay, and therefore they can only be built 
good value for the money. In fact, he| by trading corporations if those corpor- 
compared the results obtained underourex- | tions receive extraneous assistance in the 
penditure with the results obtained in some | shape of Government subsidies or material 
other countries distinctly to our favour. | advantages ; and it is because foreign 
I may be pardoned if I do not follow the nations have given those advantages and 
noble Lord into the large question ‘those subsidies on a higher scale than 
of large versus smaller battleships. | we have ever yet contemplated that we 
There is an important school of offi-| have fallen behind in the number of 
cers who think we might be content ships of this class. But when you get to 
with a smaller class of battleship than | the high speed of twenty-three, twenty. 
we possess. I do not say they are right, four, or twenty-five knots, the horse 
nor do I say they are wrong. I merely | power becomes so great that the 
indicate, on the other side, that it will | corresponding cost of the ship rises 
be noticed, if the tonnage of other | immensely. It has been roughly caleu- 
countries is observed, that the displace-| lated that whereas a ship of about seven- 
ment of their battleships is steadily | teen knots might be built for something 
and constantly rising. Although I do| under half a million, one of twenty-three 
not think merchant cruisers can ever | knots would cost over a million. I only 
be regarded as a substitute for cruisers | mention these figures in the roughest. 
proper to the extent that some advo-| way as being the personal calculation of 
cates have supposed, yet, of course, | one who is interested in the subject. It 
in time of war a merchant cruiser would | follows, of course, thatno country canafford 
perform an important function as an manyshipsofthisclass. But can we afford 
auxiliary to the regular battleships. altogether to be without them? Would 
There are all kinds of purposes to which | this country be content if in any con- 
they could be turned, including that ceivable war we found ourselves con- 
most important one of scouting, to fronted with merchant cruisers of 4 
which the noble Lord referred. But, | foreign country while we possessed 
whatever function they are fulfilling, it | nothing afloat--man-of-war or merchant 
must be remembered that they will | cruiser—which could overtake and cap 
never be able to meet in action any ship, | ture them? I do not myself think that 
except corresponding ships of other the country would be content with that. 
nations—they never could engage a/| position. Therefore, this is a problem 
regular cruiser. with which we have to deal. ‘The ex- 
H flick ber of | Dense involved is so large, and a subsidy 
ow to secure a sufficient number Of | policy so insidious, and a subsidy contest 


these ships for use in time of war—either | between us and other countries would be 


by some retaining fee or by taking them | . disastrous—that, in my opinion, the 
up cn an emergency—is not a difficult subsidisiag of commercial corporations 
problem so long as we are dealing with | for the building of steamers of this speed 
ships of a moderate speed; but, as the should be and must be confined to & 
noble Lord pointed out, it is when we) |imited number for a special and definite 
get to the highest speed that the real | purpose. 

difficulty supervenes, and the figures) J] cannot pass from this question with- 
which the noble Lord has given you are, | out making an allusion to that Atlantic 
if you examine them, most eloquent. | combination which has aroused so much 
He showed that although the tonnage of | attention, and by which this question is 
the British Mercantile Marine is superior | affected. Your Lordships will remember 
to an immense degree to that of other | that on first receiving the information of 
nations, yet, in the matter of ships of | the probability of such a combination 
over twenty knots, not only have we taking place, the Admiralty took im- 
lost. all the proportion which is to be | mediate steps to safeguard those mer- 
found in the percentage of aggregate | chant cruisers which might be affected by 
tonnage, but we have fallen far | it during the period of three years, which 


The Earl of Selborne. : 
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was the unexpired portion of the term of 
the current agreement. I am not pro- 
fessing to discuss the general question or 
the principle of these combinations now. 
All I would say is that it seems to me 
the balance is one of disadvantage, be- 
cause they do necessarily put very large 

wers in the hands of a few men, and 
they affect interests that are not confined 
to those private corporations—they affect 
National concerns. A.good deal of what 
has been written on this subject has 
referred to what I may call the National 
aspect of this case, as between the British 
Empire and the United States of America. 
I have no sympathy of any sort or kind 
with any consideration of that aspect of 
the case. Your Lordships’ House and 
this country and His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment disclaim any sort of jealousy at the 
intention of the American people to have 
amercantile marine of their own. It is, 
in my opinion, natural that they should 
desire to have a mercantile marine. They 
have a perfect right to a full share of the 
Atlantic trade, and I unhesitatingly say 
that it is to our interest that they should 
have it, and that it should not be, as it 
has hitherto been, almost a British mono- 
poly. But,on the other hand, we can- 
not afford to see ourselves squeezed out 
of the Atlantic trade. It is one thing 
to express our complete readiness and 
pleasure to share that trade with 
America ; it would be quite another thing 
if we were in danger of being squeezed 
out of our legitimate share. 


In considering this question we are 
justified in remembering that the natural 
state of such a combination as that 
which now exists cannot be that of 
rest; it must be one of absorption. 
Therefore, our attitude towards it may 
jbe easily described—it is in no sense 
one of hostility, but it is one of anxiety. 
Now, I was rather surprised, on taking 
up The Times the other day, to see the 


evidence that Mr. Pirie gave before the | 
| with it at any length, because it is being, 


Select Committee of the other House. I 
was surprised to read that evidence, 
because I think the course he adopted 
was unusual and, indeed, inconvenient. 
It was a broad statement, and not a 
detailed one. Moreover, it necessarily 
referred to that shipping only in which 
the witness himself had an interest. 
But His Majesty’s Government must 
regard the present position of British 
shipping engaged in the Atlantic trade 
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as a whole; not only that which is 
included in the combination, but that 
which is excluded ; and it is not until 
they have formed their final conclusions 
on the whole question, and can frankly 
state them to all concerned, that they can 
wisely or fairly enter into agreements 
with one party or another. No avoid- 
able or unnecessary delay in considering 
this matter has taken place, and I should 
not have referred to it at the present 
moment if it had not been for the 
evidence recently given. 


I think your Lordships always feel 
that the noble Lord, when he deals with 
naval matters, is dealing with questions 
that he thoroughly understands, and to 
which he has devoted his life. I thank 
him, therefore, for the contribution that 
he has made today to this particular 
aspect of naval policy. It is only one of 
a series of contributions which he has 
made on different occasions and in other 
og: on this subject. I alsothank him 
or not having suggested that if it had 
not been for his action here and elsewhere 
the Admiralty would have paid no heed 
to this question. I am obliged to make 
that observation, because the pretensions 
which have been put forward on behalf 
of certain bodies in analogous cases have 
been so absurd. The impression on the 
Navy would be disastrous, if it really 
believed for one moment that it was 
administered by the Admiralty insuch a 
manner as has been suggested, and there- 
fore lam bound to give notice to your 
Lordshipsand to the country at large that 
the Admiralty is studying this question, as: 
it is also studying a great many other 
questions allied to it, such as those on 
which the noble Lord has touched today ; 
and it is studying tbese questions, 


in tie Navy. 


‘although it does not think it absolutely 


necessary daily to advertise the action 
which it is taking. Take the question of 
the Reserve. I do not propose to deal 


in a preliminary way, thrashed out by 
a particularly strong Committee under 
the able presidency of my friend Sir 
Edward Grey. That question is being 
examined, and we shall try to grapple 
with it once for all, because anybody who- 
knows what the Navy is knows that the 
questions affecting the personnel are more 
difficult and more important than all the 
questions of matériel that we have to face. 
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Nor are we neglecting the question of {and our public schools. I believe our 
the training of the officers and men of elementary schools are very successful 
the Reserve or of the Navy proper.|as_ establishments where a certain 
These are big questions, as also|amount of knowledge is imparted. [ 
are those which follow on them, such believe they are altogether failures in 
as the relation of the several branches of | respect of the formation of character, 
the Navy to each other, the organisation Then, take the public schools, on the 
of those branches, and their mutual | other hana—who can say they are great 


position. All these difficult questions 
are allied and dovetail into one 
another, and the Admiralty is dealing 
with them all. I only state this now in 
-order that if, some months hence, your 
Lordships learn that the Admiralty has 
-decided to make certain changes or not 
ito make certain changes — though | 
think some change is certain to come— 
you will remember that it is the result 
of our own careful and prolonged study, 
and that our decisions have not been 
excited by the pronwnciamiento of some 
irresponsible body which, just before ‘we 
have announced our decision, has 
issued its views to an expectant world. 
Now I come to a subject which is, per- 


haps, the most important of all—the 
education of the naval officers. That is 


a subject which has been greatly dis- | 


cussed in the public Press and magazines, 
and discussed with great knowledge and 
great advantage to the Board of Admir- 
alty. All that has been written and said 


-on the subject I regard as contributions | 


to our deliberations and aid to the final 
solution of the problem ; for very diffi- 
cult itis, and the difficulty is exemplified 
by the dilemma in which many of the 


writers on this subject find themselves. | 


They find no difficulty in proving that 


the present system of naval education is | 


contrary to all received theories of edu- 


cation; they can also prove that there | 


are many anomalies in it. The results, 


therefore, ought to be bad, but they are | 


good, and that is a fact that they find it 
difficult to explain. I notice that the 
general method of getting out of the 


dilemma is to accuse me of incurable | 


official optimism. I repeat that the naval 
officers are good, and I think I can ex- 
lain how this apparent paradox exists. 
ucation is not a simple but a com- 
plex thing, and consists of two parts 
—the imparting and the acquisition 
of knowledge, and the formation of 
character. Now, these two things are 
‘ by no means always combined, they are 
very often divorced. Take our elementary 


The Earl of Selborne. 


} successes as places where useful know- 
ledge is acquired? Yet there is only 
‘one institution more successful in the 
formation of character than our public 
schools, and that is the British Navy. 
But in endeavouring to improve the 
system of naval education, we must 
take great care not to mar that con- 
junction of circumstances in the boy’s 
| life which makes for the formation of 
naval character. There is no reason why 
/we should not improve the knowledge 
| and retain the school for character. But 
if I had to choose, I would rather retain 
the school for character, than run the 
risk of losing it by unwise attempts to 
improve the Navy as a machine for 
acquiring knowledge. I say that, not 
because I do not believe the two are 
compatible in the Navy—I believe they 
are—but to show that I personally, and 
my colleagues, attach more importance 
to the formation of character than we 
do to the acquisition of knowledge. My 
Lords, | have endeavoured to deal with 
‘the points which the noble Lord has 
brought forward. Perhaps I have 
trespassed by going a little beyond 
\the matters he dealt with, but if I 
have done so, it is only because I desired 
to take this opportuni! y of showing your 
Lordships that these great questions are 
not being neglected by the Board of 
Admiralty. 


| Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I wish 
'to say a few words on this very im- 
| portant subject, after the remarks of 
| the noble Lord the head of the Admiralty, 
and those of my noble friend near me. 
And I join cordially in what has been 
said by the First Lord when he paid 
a tribute to the services which my 
noble friend has rendered to the Navy, 
in the way in which he has dealt with 
this and other difficult Navy questions. 
I shall not follow my noble friend in 
the latter part of his speech, and the 
First Lord has said truly that he has 
travelled rather beyond what has been 
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said by my noble friend. 

ing to discuss the great and interesting | 
subject of the education of the Navy, | 
though the noble Lord has introduced it | 
yery pertinently in the remarks he has | 
made upon it. Nor shall I refer to 
what has been the common experience 
of nearly every First Lord with regard 
to outside opinions in relation to various 
naval matters of importance. Now I 
should like to come to the great subject | 
of the merchant service, and what is to 
be done with regard to it. I am glad to 
hear the interpretation which the noble 
Earl has put on my noble friend’s speech 
with regard to subsidies to merchant 
ships. I confess I thought he was rely-| 
ing too much on merchant cruisers 
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that there may be strong reasons why 
subsidies should be given in time of 
peace to secure the service of this class 
of vessel. But I should not like to say 
that all the money that has been spent 
already on merchant cruisers has been 
wholly well spent. I am not at all sure 
about that. I think the general prin- 
ciple is this—You ought to pay, and pay 
liberally, for all service rendered, and 
for work done. There are cases, no 
doubt, in connection with the Admiralty 
and the Post Office where subsidies have 
had a great commercial and _ political 
effect—I would instance the Canadian 
Pacific Line, which would not have been 
formed if it had not been for these sub- 


| sidies—but the principle for which I 


rather than on the cruisers which have | contend is this—that there should be 
been added in large numbers to His| nothing like a general subsidy. 
Majesty’s Fleet. He said a good deal| We have been told that there is no. 
about these merchant cruisers, and I | need for subsidies to the ordinary cargo- 
confess I was afraid that he was going | carrying ships—ships that carry the 
to place these merchant cruisers almost | trade of the country; that these are 
on the same level as our armed cruisers ; | quite independent of subsidies ; and that 
but I entirely agree with the noble Lord | qj] we need regard in the matter of sub- 
in what he said on this important point | sidies are the mail ships, which, no doubt, 
—that you cannot place these merchant | are of very great importance to the 
cruisers in the same roll with the cruisers | country. It has been said that it is im- 
of the Navy. They must not be con-| possible to get these ships of very great 
sidered as belonging to the line of battle. | speed on ordinary commercial lines. I 
I have been impressed by the argu-| should like to know whether that has 
been absolutely and distinctly proved. 
We hear it from persons interested in 


| 
| 


ment which has been used, that in the | 
work which these merchant cruisers | 
could do, we could at almost any | those matters, but it seems rather ex- 


moment, by paying sufficient sums, find |traordinary to my mind that the 
a great number of this class of vessel | passengers in ships which carry the 
without resorting to the policy of sub- | richest people should be unwilling 
sidising in time of peace. I think that|to pay for what, no doubt, they 


is a matter which is well deserving of 
careful consideration by your Lordships, 
by the Admiralty, and by the Govern- 
ment. At the same time, I am quite of 
opinion that there are many. sound 
reasons which may be adduced to show 
why it is desirable that we should take 
care that we can lay our hands at a 
moment’s notice on these vessels which 
my noble friend has described. It has 
been argued that these vessels have been 
of the greatest possible assistance as 
armed cruisers on more than one 
occasion, and in many ways. They have 
been spoken of as the “eyes of the 
Navy” in accompanying the Fleet. 
These points have all been brought 
out with the greatest possible clearness 
by my noble friend, and I do not deny 





desire very much—increased speed on 
their voyages from one side of the 
Atlantic to the other, or from here to 
Bombay and Australia. Those who urge 
this matter upon us are very much 
interested in getting subsidies. The 
noble Lord says he does not wish to- 
commit himself to any special policy. 
I would venture to say emphatically at 
the present moment, that I think it is 
most desirable that we should not com- 
mit ourselves to any great new policy, 
with regard to bounties to ships. We 
ought most carefully to look into the 
subject and to consider all the investi- 
gations which are being pursued at 
the present time in more than one 
place before we commit ourselves to any 
new policy. So far as I am concerned, 
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I shall carefully consider any proposal 
that may be made, after due considera- 
tion and inquiry, by His Majesty’s 
Government. 


House adjourned at half past Six 
o'clock, to Thursday next, 
half past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 8th July, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
-case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 

1) Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time Tomorrow. 





TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [Lorps] KING’S (CON- 
SENT SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 





CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AnD No. 3 
BILL [Lorps}, 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP. | 
STEAD RAILWAY (No 2) BILL [Lorps]. | 
Second Reading postponed under | 
Order [lst May] till Thursday, at the 
Evening Sitting, by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lorps}, 
SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [Lorps], 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [LORDg}. 
Read a second time, and committtd. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL, 


Earl Spencer. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING Op 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL, 

Lords Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


BUCKIE BURGH EXTENSION 
BUCKIE. (CRAIGENROAN) 
BOUR ORDER 
BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


AND 
HAR. 
CONFIRMATION 


ROTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to,— 
London (Poplar) Provisional Order 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill. 


Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill with Amendments. 


Amendments to— 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords], 


Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill 
[Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board 
of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Bedlingtonshire, Chepstow (Urban 
and Rural), Cowes, Hitchin, Morpeth, 
Ashington, Newbiggin-by-the-Sea, 
and Morpeth (Rural), Pokesdown, 
Slough and Datchet, Stevenage, 
Tadcaster and District, Trefriw, and 
certain districts and parishes in the 
West Riding of the county of York.” 
| Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
Aberdeen Suburban Tramways.” 
[Aberdeen Suburban Tramways 
Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the first time. Referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills; 
and to be printed. [Bill 264.] 
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ABERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time. To be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 17th July ; 
and to be printed. [Bill 265.] 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 

Petitions inst; From Pembroke ; 
Middleton in Teesdale ; Sheffield ; Cheadle 
Hulme ; Wimborne (two); Sunderland ; 
and Aberystwyth ; to lie upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 

Petitions for alteration ; from Tutbury ; 
Bethnal Green; Clapham; Preston ; 
Horsforth ; Chelmsford ; West Malling ; 
Ticehurst ; and Chipping Norton ; to le 
upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petition from Poplar, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petition from Dewsbury, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 


Copy presented of Annual Statement 
of the Trade of the United Kingdom 
with Foreign Countries and British 
Possessions for 1901. Volume II. [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2844 to 2846 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RAILWAY AND TRAFFIC ACTS, 
1888 and 1894. 

Copy presented of Seventh Report 
by the Board of Trade of Proceedings 
under Section 31 of the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1888, including Pro- 
eeedings upon Complaints made under 
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Section 1 of the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1894 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lorps]. 

Return presented relative 
[ordered 7th July; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 263.] 

WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

BILL [LorpDs]. 

Return presented relative thereto 
{ordered 7th July; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 264.] 


APPLICATIONS FOR MUNICIPAL 
CHARTERS. 


Address for ‘‘ Return giving the name, 
population, and area of every place 
which has applied for a Municipal 
Charter of Incorporation since 1888, and 
stating whether the application was 
granted or refused, and the date of the 
grant or refusal.”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (ACQUISITION 
OF LAND). 


Return ordered, “showing (a) the 
number of instances in which between 
the 24th day of June 1897 and the 31st 
day of March 1902, local authorities 
acquired land for allotments and small 
holdings by (1) compulsory purchase ; 
(2) purchase by agreement; (3) com- 
pulsory hiring ; (4) hiring by agreement ; 
and in each case the parish in which 
such land has been acquired; the 
acreage ; and the number of tenants to 
whom the allotments and small holdings 
are let under the Acts: (b) The number 
of cases in which parish councils between 
the same dates acquired by purchase or 
hiring land for other purposes than allot- 
ments; and in each case the quantity of 
land and the purpose for which it was 
acquired: (c) The number of cases in 
which between the dates mentioned (1) 
representations were made by parish © 
councils to County Councils under 
Section 10 (1) of the Local Government 
Act, 1894, with regard to the hiring of 
land compulsorily for allotments; (2) 
orders were e by County Councils 
on such re ntations ; (3) such orders 
were confirmed or disallowed by the 
Local Government Board.”—<Sir Walter 
Foster.) 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND | intimated their intention of openin 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). —_ =x yf why the Dublin officials sti 

, eld by their original Coronation arra 
Return ordered, “showing the extent f . 7 


3. 

to which, and the manner in which, eee 

local authorities in Scotland have allo- | (Answer.) As the hon. Member jg 
cated and applied funds to the purposes aware, Friday the 27th June was 
of Technical Education during the year | appointed by the Government as a bank 
ending the 15th day of May 1902, under | holiday, and the usual bank holiday 
the following Acts:—Local Taxation | arrangements were accordingly observed 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; / at the Dublin Post Office, as at all other 
Education and Local Taxation Account | Post Offices in the Kingdom. The 
(Scotland) Act, 1892; Technical Schools posting of correspondence by the public 
(Scotland) Act, 1887 ; Technical Instruc-| at Dublin was much heavier than ig 
tion Amendment (Scotland) Ast, 1892; | usual upon ordinary bank holidays, and 
and Public Libraries Acts.’--(The Lord | considerable pressure was experienced in 
Advocate.) | the sorting office in consequence; but 
the Postmaster General finds that only 


| @ comparatively small number of articles, 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


mainly book-packets and circulars, were 
omitted from the night mail despatch, 


CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | and he does not consider that in the 


Small Holdings in Scottish Crofting 


ounties. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Jord Advocate if will state the 
number of crofter holdings in each of the 
six crofting counties which are held under 
lease at an annual rental value of less 
than £30. 


(Answer.) | am informed by the Crofter 
Commissioners that there are no data 
available from which the information 
referred to by the hon. Member can be 
derived.—(Seottish Office.) 


Dublin Postal Officials—Coronation 
Bank Holidays. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he is aware of the breakdown 
that occurred in the Dublin sorting 
office on Friday the 27th June, whereby 
correspondence was delayed, and, seeing 
that if the collections were made at the 
usual time, no such breakdown wceuld 
have occurred, can he say what explana- 
tion there was to offer as regards the 
arrangements in Dublin; whether he is 
aware that the day in question was not 
materially affected by the special Bank 
Holiday arrangements, and that a number 





of commercial firms had previously 


exceptional circumstances there is any 

reasonable ground for complaint.—(Post 

Office.) 

Disaster to a German To o Boat— 
Thanks of Government for Gallantry 
of Commander. 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes): 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been called to the running down of 
a German torpedo boat at the mouth of 
the Elbe on the night of 23rd June, and 
to the last order given on that occasion 
by the Commander of the torpedo boat 
before he was drowned, viz., that the 
four Englishmen on board should be 
saved first; whether his Majesty’ 
Government have conveyed their thanks 
to the German Government, and their 
sympathy in the loss of the Commander. 


(Answer.) The attention of His 
Majesty’s Government has been called to 
the incident, and they have expressed to 
the German Government their warm 
acknowledgments of the deceased officer's 
generous and gallant conduct, and their 
deep regret that his life should have been 
sacrificed—(Foreign Office.) 


South African War—Return of Lord 
Kitchener—Public Reception. 
Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if any opportunity, is to be 
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afforded to the Volunteers and Yeo-{ may possibly be in accordance with the 
manry and Militia out for training in | forms of the House. The hon. Member 
and around London, who have served | had better state more definitely what 


Questions, 


under Lord Kitchener in South Africa, | 
and have already received the medal, to | 
join in the parade of troops by whom | 
he is to be received ; and if the hour of | 
that public reception can be so timed | 
as to afford working men an oppor-| 
tunity of witnessing it after the close of | 
their work. 

(Answer.) Only those troops will be | 
brought to London, on the occasion of | 
lord Kitchener’s reception, who are | 
required to hold the streets. There is 
no objection to the attendance unofifici- 
ally of the members of the auxiliary 
forces referred to in the Question. 
Probably Lord Kitchener will leave | 
Paddington about one o’clock on Satur- 


day.—(War Office.) 


Sandhurst — Incendiary Fires and Dis- 
turbances—Indiscriminate Punishment 


of Cadets. 

CotoNEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in connection with the 
recent disturbances at Sandhurst, several 
old soldiers employed as servants at the 
Royal Military College have been sum- 
marily dismissed; and if so, whether 
they have been punished in this way for | 
any proved offence, after investigation 
and trial, or whether this course has 
been taken on general grounds of ex- 


pediency. 


(Answer.) Three servants on orderly 
duty at the time of the fires have been | 
discharged because they were held not to’ 
have exercised sufficient vigilance.—(War | 


Office.) 


Votes and Proceedings—Imperfect 
Record. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushclifie) said he wished to call atten-| 
tion to the omission from the Votes and 


Proceedings of certain Amendments | 
made in Committee on the Education | 
Bill. Ought he to do so with Mr.| 
Speaker in the Chair or when the Chair- | 
man took the Chair again ? 


Mr. SPEAKER : It depends on what | 


his complaint is. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: There are, as I 
conceive, two errors of omission. Two 
Amendments were inserted in a particu- 
lar clause which do not appear in the 
records. I submit this is a serious 
matter, and one which may affect our 
future proceedings in Committee. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Does the _ hon. 
Mentber mean that two Amendments 


| were moved and inserted which do not 


appear in the Votes? 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. SPEAKER: There was no 
division on them, I understand. I think 
the hon. Member will find that in the 


‘ordinary course Amendments of that 


kind are not recorded unless there has 
been a division on them. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: My point is this : 
Certain words were inserted in Clause 4 
which do not appear in the record of 
our proceedings, while other words 
which were inserted do appear. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
means that the House decided that 


| certain words should be inserted, and he 


complains to the House that that fact 
does not appear in the records ? 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 


| will call my attention to the words, it is 


not too late to insert them in the 


‘records, and | will take care that the 
| correction is made in the Journals. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I will communi 
cate with the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, who, of course, knows the whole 
matter. , 


| (2.18.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


American Shippi Combine—Mr. Pier- 


pont Morgan’s Offer to the Admiralty. 


the hon. Member’s point is. It may be} Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
that what appears to him to be an error |E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
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Admiralty whether the offer of Mr. 
Pierpont Mor an, on behalf of the new 
shipping combine, to place for the next 
fifty years at the disposal of the Admir- 
alty, on certain terms, British ships in 
the combine, has been accepted or con- 
sidered. 


THe SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): An offer has been received, the 
details of which I am not in a position 
to communicate to the House, though I 
may say that the point mentioned in 
the hon. Member’s Question is included. 
The offer has not as yet been accepted, 
because it can only be dealt with in 
relation to British shipping generally in 
the Atlantic trade, the position of which 
is being very carefully considered by 
His Majesty’s Government. As soon as 


His Majesty’s Government arein a posi- 
tion to make a general statement on the 
subject to the House, they will do so. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): From whom has the offer been 
received ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: From Mr. 
Pierpont Morgan. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Can the hon. Gentleman say 
when he will be able to make a state- 
ment ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 


Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Do I understand that the offer 
is under consideration ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir, 
that is so. 


India — Extra- territorial Powers of 
Governor-General. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he will state 
when copies of the Order in Council, 
recently sanctioned by His Majesty, con- 
ferring additional powers on _ the 
Governor General of India, and authoris- 
ing him to exercise them in territories 
of India outside British India, will be 
issued to Members ; and whether, in 
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view of the importance of the changes. 
involved in this new Order and of other 
Indian questions awaiting the considera- 
tion of the House, he will arrange that 
the Indian Budget shall be taken at 
an earlier date than usual this session. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAMILTON, Middle. 
sex, Ealing): Steps have been taken to. 
present to both Houses of Parliament 
the Indian (Foreign Jurisdiction) Order 
in Council dated the 11th of June, 1902, 
in accordance with the provisions of the- 
Statute of 1890. As regards the Indian 
Budget, the date of the Statement will 
depend on the progress that is made 
with the other business of the session. 


Quarantine Regulations at Port Said. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will explain why, on the arrival at 
Port Said of the day train from Cairo on 
the 17th February last, passengers, after 
inscribing their names at the Sanitary 
Office, were not allowed to go on board 
the Peninsular and Oriental Company's. 
homeward bound steamer “Arabia” 
until they received a permit from the 
Quarantine Office, distant a quarter of 
a mile, for which permit a charge of 
upwards of twenty piastres was de 
manded ; will he ascertain whether this. 
demand was rightly made, and why the 
office was left in charge of five natives, 
neither of whom could speak English, 
French, German, or Italian ; and, see- 
ing that 90 per cent. of the passengers 
passing through Port Said are English- 
speaking, can he take any steps with 
a view to secure the employment of 
more English-speaking attendants. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
formalities in question are in pursuance 
of the sanitary precautions adopted in 
consequence of the existence of plague in 
Egypt. The fee mentioned is that pre- 
scribed by the Quarantine Board. The 
Quarantine Office is only about two 
minutes walk from the landing stage. 
It is never left in charge of natives. 
There are no natives on the medical 
staff and only one native is employed a 
aclerk. Except during the tourist. 
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season, the proportion of English 
travellers is not large. But if the hon. 
Gentleman would like to explain the 
matter to me in greater detail, I shall be 
glad to confer with him. 


British Naval Protection at Port Said. 
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appointed by the Privy Council Office 
to investigate the allegations contained 
in the several petitions for and agamst 
the incorporation of Merthyr in 1897; 
whether the representation addressed to 
tbe Crown by the Department in respect 
to such petitions was based solely on 





Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary | the facts as ascertained by Mr. Com- 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he will | missioner Cresswell at the public inquiry 
state why a British gunboat is no longer | held in Merthyr ; or whether the Privy 
stationed at Alexandria, and why no/ Council Office was guided in its repre- 
military or naval protection of British | sentation by information furnished in 
interests is afforded at Port Said. |any other manner; and if he can give 

|the names of the Committee of the 

*LorpD CRANBORNE: It is believed | Lords of the Council who consider appli- 


that at the present moment there is aj} cations for municipal charters of incor- 


British ship of war at Alexandria. But | 
the arrangements for providing naval or | 
military protection there or at Port Said | 
are left to the discretion of the naval | 
Commander-in-Chief in the Mediterranean | 
and the officer commanding the British | 
force of occupation, who are in direct 
communication with His Majesty’s Agency | 
and Consulate General. 
Copenhagen Fishery Conference. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the President | 
of the Board of Trade whether a date | 
has yet been fixed for the Copenhagen | 
Fishery Conference ; and, seeing that 
there is to be no special representative of | 
the Scottish Office, will he state by whom 
Great Britain will be represented. 
Tart PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or | 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BA.tFour, Leeds, | 
Central): The meeting of the Inter- | 
national Fishery Conference at Copen- | 
agen has been fixed to take place on | 
2nd July. Sir Colin Scott Moncrieff, 
and Professor D’Arcy Thompson, scientific 
member of the Fishery Board for Scotland, 
have been appointed British delegates, 
and they will be accompanied by Dr. H. 
R. Mill and Mr. W. Garstang of the 
Marine Biological Association at Ply- 
mouth, as experts. These gentlemen 
were present at the Christiania Con- 
ference in 1901. 


Merthyr SyeeR—Fotiticn for Incorpora- 
on. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil : 
[beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if there is any 
objection to supplying the Merthyr 
Tydvil Urban District Council with a 
copy of the Report of the Commissioner 





poration. 


*THeSECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuig, 
Croydon): I have consulted the Lord 
President of the Council who states that 
the Report of the Commissioner of the 
Lords of the Council on the petition for 
the incorporation of Merthyr Tydvil was 
of aconfidential nature, and confined to 
the statement of facts which he was in- 
structed to furnish. It was on this 
statement of facts that the Charter was 
refused. It is not the practice to state 
the composition of the Committee of 
Council to which such petitions are 
referred. 


Hanwell Schools. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): Itbeg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to a Medi- 
cal Report issued in February, 1902, in 
which it was shown that 520 out of 
1,000 children in the Barrack Schools 
of Hanwell could not pass the whisper 
test for hearing; that 335 were, or 
had been, the subjects of discharge from 
one or both ears; that eighty-eight of 
them were suffering from chronic sup- 
puration; and that 434 children out 
of the 1,000 examined had adenoids; . 
and what steps have been taken to im- 
prove the condition of these children. 


THe PRESIDENT oF THz LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I have seen the 
Report referred to, from which it ap- 
pears that the results of the examina- 
tion of 1,000 children at the Hanwell 


2Q2 
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Schools were as stated in the Question. | Scottish Board of Manufacturers and the 
The examination was made by Mr. | National Gallery in Scotland. 
Cheatle, by request of the managers) Mr. BLACK (Banfishire): I beg to 
of the schools. 1 am informed that|ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the children suffering from adenoids | whether he will say what notice was 
are now receiving surgical treatment, | given to the Board of Manufacturers for 
and that a committee of the managers, | Scotland of the Government’s dissatis- 
after consultation with Mr. Cheatle, are | faction with their management of the 
considering the best means of dealing | National Gallery in Scotland; and will 
with cases of diseases of the ears. It| he state the constitution of the body 
may be mentioned that a similar exami-| which is to undertake the projected 
nation, which was made by Dr. Willcocks | inquiry, and its scope. 

in 1898, revealed a large proportion of | 

adenoid disease. As a result of that! Tae CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
investigation, 107 children from the|QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
schools were successfully treated for | W.) : My statement the other day was 
adenoids at St. Bartholomew’s Hospital | rather an expression of opinion that the 
between October, 1898, and January, | constitution of the Board of Manufae. 
1901. In his Report, Dr. Willcocks | turers was not suited for the manage 
stated that the scheol life and the! ment of a National Gallery, than of 
surroundings of the children could not | dissatisfaction with the Board. I am 
be held responsible in any sense for| not aware that any communication to 
adenoid troubles, the disease being | the latter effect has been addressed to 
prevalent among children in all classes | the Board. I am now in communication 


of society. A similar opinion has been | with the Secretary for Scotland as to 
expressed by Mr. Cheatle and other|the nature and scope of the inquiry 
medical men interested inthe matter. _| into the subject. 

| 


Glamorganshire Census. | Mr. BLACK: Will the Committee be 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask | a Departmental one, or a Committee of 
the President of the Local Government | this House? I ask that in view of the 
Board if he can state the principle upon | eminence of the men constituting this 
which the order is determined in which | Board. 
the detailed abstract of the census returns | 
by counties is presented to Parliament ;| Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I have said 
when the detailed abstract for Glamorgan. | all I have to say on the subject. 
shire is likely to be presented ; and, in | 
view of the fact that no abstract has | North Sea Fisheries Researches. 
yet been presented for a Welsh county,| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
and that the increase of population in| Advocate if he will state the tonnage of 


the decade and the consequent changes ‘the vessels 
were greater in Glamorganshire than in | 


any county of the United Kingdom save 
one, will he expedite the presentation of 
the census particulars relating to 
Glamorganshire. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Detailed 
abstracts of the Census Returns are 
published county by county in order of 
population. Glamorgan stands ninth on 
the list. The abstracts as to five of the 
eight larger counties have already been 
presented to Parliament and the Regis- 
trar General expects that the volume 
dealing with Glamorgan will be issued 
not later than the early part of next 
month. 





employed for scientific 
fishery researches by the various Govern- 
ments signatories to the North Sea 
Convention. Will he say whether, in 
connection with the international scheme 
for investigating problems connected 
with the fisheries of the North Sea and 
adjacent waters, any specified area has 
yet been designated for research ; and, 
seeing that the British Government 
have arranged to spend £42,000 for the 
purposes of the scheme, can he state how 
much each of the other Governments 
concerned propose to spend. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire) : I am not 
at present in a position to give the hon 
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Member the detailed information asked 
for. A meeting of the International 
Council appointed to carry out the 
programme of investigation is to be held 
this month at Copenhagen. The steps 
taken by each participating Government, 
including the particulars desired by the 
hon. Member, will doubtless be reported 
tothe Council, and it will be for that 
body to designate the precise areas to be 
jointly investigated. 





Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the fact | 
that the Fishery Board for Scotland have | 
reported that the small steam yacht | 
“Garland” has proved incompetent to | 
effect the scientific research she was 
expected to perform in the Moray Firth, 
he will state what duties it is intended 
to assign t» this vessel now that the 
Government propose to extend fishery 
research to an area in the North Sea. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: In 
view of the arrangements recently made 
for international scientific investigations 


in the North Sea, the Fishery Board 


propose to dispose of the “Garland” 
because of her unsuitability for that 
work. The Board will carry out the 
more northerly portion of the British 
part of the international programme, 
and will receive funds to enable them to 
hire a suitable vessel. 


Strabane Loan Fund Appeals. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E): I beg 
toask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that at the Quarter 
Sessions of the Peace for the county 
of Donegal, held at Lifford on 20th 
June last, two appeals from dismisses of 
the magistrates at Petty Sessions under 
section 24 of 14 and 15 Vic., c. 93, in 
summonses at the suit of the Receiver of 
the Strabane Loan Fund Society, in pro- 
ceedings for the recovery of £10 and | 
£8 respectively, were struck out by the | 
County Court Judge on the ground that | 
no appeal lies from a dismiss of the 
Magistrates under said Act. And, 
whether, in view of the state of the law 
with regard to the right of appeal from 
dismisses in proceedings under the Petty 
Sessions Act, it is proposed to introduce 
legislation on the subject. 
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Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): My attention has been called to 
the decision referred to. There is no 
intention to introduce legislation dealing 
with the matter this session. 


De Preyne Estate Evictions—Service of 
Process on Defendants in Sligo Gaol. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., 8.): I 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 

is aware that when Bailiff M‘Niff was 

serving the writs on the defendants in 
the De Freyne land suit, who are at 
present at Sligo gaol, the defendants were 
brought into the presence of a visitor 
without being informed of the fact that 
the visitor was a process server aNd was 
about to serve writs upon them ; whether 
the sanction and permission of the Irish 

Prisons Board were given to this 

proceeding. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
facts are correctly stated in the Question. 
The course followed in these cases was 
in accordance with the general practice, 
approved by the Prisons Board. The 
service of writs in such cases is of 
frequent occurrence. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: But was the 
sanction of the Irish Prisons Board 
obtained for this proceeding ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I said the facts 
are correctly stated in the Question. 
That covers it. 


Irish_ Congested District Board Marine 
Works—Roads Slip, County Kerry. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I begto ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state on what 
date the allocation of the funds for 
marine works at the disposal of the 
Congested Districts Board for the current 
year was made; whether he is aware 
that an application for the improvement 
of the slip at Roads, county Kerry, was 
made on 25th June, 1901, and on previous 
occasions; and whether, if it is not 
possible to carry out permanent improve- 
ments this year, the Congested Districts 
Board will place irons on the slip so as to 
afford a proper foothold for the fisher- 
men before the autumn fishing begins. 





1083 Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The available 
funds were allocated in March last. The 
consideration of works, such as that at 
Roads, for which a grant had not already 
been made, was then postponed. The 
Board’s engineer will be instructed to 
place irons on the slip at Roads, if he can 
arrange to do so, before the autumn 


fishing. 


Orange Demonstration at Rostrevor. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that at a 
meeting of the Orangemen of the 
Armagh district, held in the town of 
Armagh, it was decided to hold an 
Orange demonstration on the 12th 
instant in the town of Rostrevor, 
county Down; and that Rostrevor is 
a district a very large majority of the 
population of which are Roman Catholic. 
And whether, with a view of preventing 
the provocation and disorder which are 
likely to arise, the Government intend 
to take any action in the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg also toask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lientenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a meet- 
ing of the Kilbroney Branch of the 
United Irish League, held in Rostrevor, 
at which it was resolved to stop the 
Orange procession which has been ar- 
ranged to take place near Rostrevor on 
the 12th July ; and whether the Govern- 
ment. will take care to afford protection 
to this procession. Before the right 
hon. Gentleman answers, may I ask if 
he has seen the threat of a Roman 
Catholic priest, made on behalf of the 
United Irish League, to send 10,000 
ruffians to Rostrevor—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In the interest of 
peace and goodwill I must respectfully 
decline to take official notice of the Press 
paragraghs on which, I think, these 
Questions are based. These paragraphs 
are construed as challenges and counter- 
challenges by those to whom they make 
appeal. Coming to the facts, I under- 
stand that influential members of the 
Orange Society are using their best 
efforts to dissuade other members from 
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taking part in the excursion to Rostrevor' 
I trust that these efforts will be success 
ful, but, in any case, the Irish Govern 
ment will not permit any demonstration 
or counter demonstration in, or near, 
Rostrevor on 12th July, and will take 
the necessary steps to notify the same 
by proclamation. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Then are 
we right in understanding the Chief 
Secretary to say he will not allow any 
demonstration or counter demonstration 
in the neighbourhood of Rostrevor on 
July 12th ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is so. 


Irish Public Works. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government auditors have reported any 
instance in which the certificate for new 
works has been exceeded in any county 
or rural district during the financial 
year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The audits of the 
accounts of County Councils for the year 
ended 31st March last have not yet been 
completed, and the Board is not, there- 
fore, in a position to give the desired 
information. 


Irish Railway Fares—Cork Exhibition. 

*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware of the effect upon the Cork 
Exhibition and the city of Cork by the 
attitude of the railway companies in 
withholding, unless at rare intervals, 
excursion trains at moderate fares; 
and whether the attention of the 
Department of Agriculture and In- 
dustry in Ireland, which has _ spent 
money in aid of the Cork Exhibition, 
will be drawn to this attitude of the 
Great Southern and Western and other 
railway companies. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
has been in correspondence with the 
railway companies on the subject. The 
companies some time ago made reduc- 
tions in the fares, and further substantial 
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geductions have been made by the Great. 
Southern and Western Company, to take 
effect from tomorrow. 


*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman see that the other 
railway companies act on the same lines 
as the Great Southern and Western 


Company ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. Member 
must understand that the Irish Govern- 
ment could not take action in this matter, 
but thenew Department could, on specific 
complaint being made. 


*Mr. J. F, X. O'BRIEN: Has not the 


Department of Agriculture in Ireland 
the same powers in this respect as the 
Board of Trade in England ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The powers of the 
new department become operative only 
on the receipt of specific complaints. 


Proposed Chancery Court for Yorkshire. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W,R., Keigh- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will take steps to institute 
a Court of Chancery for Yorkshire, 
similar to the Court now existing in 
Lancashire. 


Tut FIRST LORD or tHE TREASU RY 
(Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, E.): I 
should, of course, have to consult the 
Lord Chancellor on this matter, which 
is brought to my notice for the first time 
by the Question. I think the proposal 
would require legislation to carry it into 
effect, and that being so, I do not 
imagine it possible in the immediate 
future. 


Scottish Congested Districts—Fishi 
Harbour Construction. a 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of the 
fact that the Government have decided 
to provide £100,000 for the construction 


of piers and harbours required in con- | 


gested districts of Ireland, will he say | 
whether similar arrangements can be | 
made to meet the requirements of the | 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland, with | 
4 view to the construction of harbours | 


of a size suitable for the larger boats now | 
fellte Water Bill [Lords], the Standing 


requisite for the line-fishing industry. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is not 
a question to which the principle of the 
equivalent grant is appeenie- Each 
case must be dealt with on its merits. 
Cases are considered by the Treasury. 


War Office Vote. 

Sm JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
War Office Votes will be taken in their 
order when they are debated on Friday 
week ; and, if not, when he proposes to 
give the House an opportunity of discus- 
sing Vote 2 for medical establishments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Secretary 
of State’s Vote must come first, and I can 
no promise of a special day for the 

ote in which my hon. friend is interested, 
but possibly an opportunity may occur 
on some Supply day before Supply is 
| finally patter so f 


| 





| NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 

PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 
Reported with Amendments from the 

| Select Committee with Minutes of Evi- 


_ dence. 
| Report to lie upon the Table and to be 
| printed. [No. 265.] 


Bill, as amended, recommitted to a 
| Committee of the whole House for To- 
morrow. 


| SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
| mittee of Selection that they had added 
‘to the Standing Committee on Trade 

nega. Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures, the following 
| fifteen Members in respect of the Patent 
| Law Amendment Bill—Sir William Allan, 
| Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Brigg, Sir John 
| Brunner, Mr. Cawley, Mr. Cripps, Colonel 
| Denny, Mr. Fielden, Sir Joseph Lawrence, 
| Mr. Moulton, Mr. O’Mara, Mr. Platt- 
Higgins, Mr. Randles, Sir Robert Reid, 
_and Mr. Samuel Roberts. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee. 
1. “That, in the case of the Ystrad- 
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Orders ought to be dispensed with. 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


2. “‘ That, in the case of the Piccadilly, 
City, and North-East London Railway 
Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought 
tobe dispensed with. That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

3. “That, in the case of the London 
United Electric Railways Bill [Lords], 
the Standing Crders ought to be dis- 
pensed with. That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.”’ 

Resolutions agreed to. 


Education 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL 


[Lorps]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 266.] 

NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. Churchill, 
and Mr. Dillon, nominated members of 
the Select Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That Sir John Dorington be one 
other Member of the Committee.’’— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) opposed the nomination of Sir 
John Dorington, in order to give notice 
to substitute for it the name of the hon. 
Member for North Monmouthshire, who 
had had great experience in inquiries 
of this nature, and had shown great 
capacity for dealing with questions of 
that sort. He explained that his 
objection was not personal to the hon. 
baronet, who was as much respected 
on the Opposition side of the House 


as on his own, but this was the only | 


method open to him of calling attention 
to the fact that there was no representa- 
tive of the Welsh Members on the 
Committee at all. The susceptibilities 
of the various sections of the House 
were invariably considered in matters 
of that kind, and a definite proportion 
of representation was allocated to eac 
section of the House. On a matter of 
this importance the claims of Wales 
ought certainly not to be disregarded. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: As the number 
of the Committee is not specified, would 
it not be in order to move the addition 
of one or two names ? 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 1088 


*Mr. SPEAKER : No name can be put 
before the House unless notice has been 
given on the Paper. 


Str WILLIAM WALROND pointed 
out that he had nothing to do wth 
the appointment of Members on the 
other side; that always resting with 
the head Whip on the other side. 
He suggested that, if the hon. Gentle 
mun allowed the Commitee to go 
|through, probably he could have a con- 
| versation with the chief Liberal Whip, 
| the right hon. Member for West Leeds, 
| when the matter might be arranged. 

} 





(Juestion put and agreed to. 


___Sir James Fergusson, Sir Walter Foster, 
'Mr. Bonar Law, Mr. Hugh Law, Mr. 
Lough, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Sir Robert 
|Mowbray, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. 
| Trevelyan, Sir Edgar Vincent, and Mr, 
Eugene Wason nominated other Members 
| of the Select Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


PARISH COUNCIL LOANS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


“To regulate the repayment of Parish 
Council and Burial Authorities’ Loans in 
Scotland,” presented by Mr. Munro Fer- 
| guson, under Standing Order 31 ; sup 
ported by Mr. Douglas ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 267.} 


| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


| Considered in Committee. 


| (In the Committee.) 


| Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
| Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 4 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘ college,” 
to insert the words ‘ aided but not provided by 
the Council, and no pupil shall be excluded on 
the ground of religious belief from a school or 
college provided by the Council.’ ”—(Mr. A. J- 
Balfour.) 
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Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


(2.40.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Notting- 
hamshire, Rushcliffe) said he, like other 
hon. Members, felt some doubt as to the 
value of the Amendment in its entirety. 
If it were inserted it would not go far 
enough, and he therefore proposed to in- 
sert additional words to secure that 
pupils should not be placed in respect of 
any form of religious teaching on an un- 
equal footing. The right hon. Gentleman, 
by his form of words, safeguarded any one 
on entering the college or school, but 
he wanted to go a little further and 
prevent the student, while in the 


school, from suffering any disability on 
account of religious belief. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


* After the word ‘from’ to insert the words 
‘or be placed as respects any form of instruc- 


tion*on an unequal footing in.’”—(Mr. John | 


Ellis.) 

Question proposed “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) submitted that it was unnecessary to 
load up the proviso in this way. The 
Amendment was dictated by an unreason- 
able fear that a County Council, having 
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power of founding schools to be conducted 
under the control of one particular 
religious denomination. That was a 
condition the Opposition could not accept 
and was bound to fight. It was a 
retrograde position which was never 
contemplated by the Act of 1870, and 
yet now when, after an interval of thirty 
years, Parliament was dealing with the 
higher education of the people, they were 
proposing to allow all public money under 
this clause to be used by County Councils for 
the purpose of establishing denominational 
institutions. As a Churchman he protested 
against that, and he believed such a 
step would be injurious to the Church 
itself. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): Is 
the hon. Gentleman in order in discus- 
sing now the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Flint Boroughs ? 





| $m WALTER FOSTER said he was 
| not discussing that Amendment. He 
was only pointing out the position in 
| which these institutions would be placed 
_by the words of the right hon. Gentle- 
| man’s Amendment. It would be com- 
|petent under them for County and 
| Borough Councils to give public money 
| to institutions run or controlled by one 
| religious denomination. He was object- 


ing to the adoption of that policy. 


got a pupil into the school, would begin| *Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 


to persecute him. He hoped it would not | 


| debate must be confined to that. 
_ Sin WALTER FOSTER said the right 
| hon. Gentleman’s Amendment had for its 


be pressed. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said that, if the right hon. 
Gentleman would study their position, he 
would see that the Amendment was 
almost absolutely necessary in view of his 
refusal, on the preceding night, to consider 
and add to his Amendment certain other 
words, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not 
decline to consider them. But that is 
not the question before the Committee 
now. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said that if 
the right hon. Gentleman had adopted a 
different attitude the difficulty would 
have disappeared. The Committee must 
face the fact that, under the Bill as it 
stood, County Councils would have the 


question before the Committee is the 
Amendment to the Amendment, and the 


object the securing of perfect religious 
freedom for all pupils in these institu- 
‘tions. There was a suspicion in the 
| minds of many hon. Members that these 
‘educational institutions would be used 
in the interests of one particular religious 
denomination, and that a student belong- 
_ing to another religious community 
might not find himself treated equally 
as well as the member of the particular 
denomination. For instance, a Unitarian 
in the Trinitarian College might be 
placed in a rather invidious position. 
He had known such things in social 
intercourse, and why should they not 
transpire in school or college life t 
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The Amendment of his hon. friend 
would, he believed, secure absolute 
religious equality forall and he, therefore, 
supported it. Admittedly it did not go far 
enough to suit him, for he desired that, 
an no instance, should public money be 
given in connexion with secondary 
education to any institution run on a 
-denominational basis. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said that when the hon. Mem- 
ber for Horsham spoke on the Amend- 
ment he said he was not in favour of any 
grant being given for the establishment 
-of denominational teaching, and if the 
County Councils took upon themselves 
to set up training colleges they must be 
purely undenominational. The First 
Lord accepted that sentiment, and the 
Clause as he proposed to amend it read 
thus— 


“A Council in the application of money 
shall not require that any particular form of 
religious instruction shall or shall not be 
taught in any college (aided by, but not pro- 
vided by the Council), and no pupil shall be 
peat mn, 3 on the ground of religious belief from 
a college provided by the Coaucil.” 

He agreed with the hon. Member for the 
‘Carnarvon Boroughs that the sub-section 
as originally printed was far better than 
this Clause, as amended by the proposal 
-of the right hon. Gentleman. He would 
test the original sub-section by concrete 
cases. In the first place it was quite 
clear the sub-section applied to schools 
which already taught a particular form 
of religion. There would be nointerference 
with them, neither would there be any in- 
terference where no particular form of 
religion was taught, or where a new 
school was built by the County Council ; 
for it was provided that the County Council 
should not require a particular form of 
religion to be taught, nor should it forbid 
the teaching ofa particular form of religion. 
But that was a long way from saying 
that the County Council should not be 
empowered to provide denominational 
training colleges. If the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman had any meaning at 
all, they contemplated a protection to the 
pupils from something. That something 
~was that they should not be excluded on 
the ground of religious belief from a 
college provided by the County Council. 
What reason was there for that protec- 
tion if the County Council could not pro- 
vide denominational colleges? He had 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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no doubt that if the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman were accepted, de- 
nominational colleges could be provided 
by the County Council. If an undenomi- 
national college were founded by the 
County Council, the protection sought to 
be afforded to the pupil by the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman would 
be adequate. But if, for instance, the 
County Council provided a Catholic 
college, a Wesleyan who entered it would 
not be pactreiso-a: by the Amendment from 
being trained in what had been called a 
“Catholic atmosphere.” In his opinion it 
should be distinctly laid down in the 
Clause that in any college provided by 
the County Council no religious catechism 
or formulary which was distinctive of any 
particular religious denomination should 
be taught. That would carrry out the 
| view of the mover of the Amendment. 





| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
| quite prepared to discuss the whole 
| Amendment if it were in order, but he 
| thought it would be better if the Com- 

mittee confined themselves to the narrow 
| point raised by the Amendment to the 
| Amendment. 


*Sm FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) sug- 
gested that the Amendment was a contra- 


| diction in terms. The student, by his 
‘own act, placed himself on an unequal 
_ footing, because he withdrew from part of 
| the education. The Amendment, which 
| said he should not be on an equal footing 


was, therefore, a paradox. 


(3.0.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) 
held that the issue raised by the Amend- 
|ment to the Amendment was not 80 
narrow as the right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to suppose. The words of the 
right hon. Gentleman only provided that 
no pupil should be excluded from a 
college provided by the County Council 
on the ground of religious belief. But 
the Amendment was intended to secure 
that the schools should be undenomina- 
tional in their character, and at the 
same time to make it possible for religious 
instruction to be given, but in such 4 
way that all denominations would be on 
an equal footing. That was notas 
point. He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to promise on the previous 
day an Amendment securing that in all 
schools provided by the local authority 
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the undenominational principle should 

ail. The present proposal went in 
the direction of carrying out that object, 
but they did not look upon it asa 
goncession. They had never supposed 
the local authority would have power to 
provide denominational schools; there- 
fore, the proposal was merely carrying 
out what they had always understood 
to be the object of the Clause. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR did not think 
the Amendment to the Amendment 
would be satisfactory, whether as 
interpreted by its framer or by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. He 
perfectly understood that when a local 
authority founded a college or school in 
which religious instruction was given, it 
was quite right that everybody should 
have access to that school, and that was 
provided for by his Amendment. But it 
was said that the Government should go 
further. He was not prepared to deny 
that, but he did not think they ought 
to go further in the direction suggested 
by right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Supposing the County Council 
started a secondary school. In that 
school there would be no denominational 
teaching, in the narrow sense in which 
the term was usually used. But that 
implied that the Catechism of the Free 
Churches, which some interpreted as not 
being a denominational document, might 
be taught. In that case hestill th ought 
the pupils entering the college should 
have protection, but not the protection 
oi everybody being able to teach de- 
neminational religion at large. 


Mr. BRYCE: That is not the Amend 
ment. The proposal is that everybody 
should be treated alike. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
teaching was of the character he had 
Sggested everybody would not be 
treated alike, because the school would 
provide for a particular form of unde- 


nominational teaching in which the son | 


a Unitarian or Jew could not 
participate. It surely did not mean 
that the class-rooms were to be given up 
to the teaching of Judaism, Unitarian- 
ism, or Agnosticism. That would be an 
unreasonable way ofdealing with the situa- 
tion. He agreed, however, that they ought 
not to content themselves with saying 


all pupils were to be admitted. When 
admitted they ought to be protected by a 
Conscience Clause, and in these schools 
to which everybody was to be admitted 
as a boarder he thought it would be fair 
that the Conscience Clause should pro- 
vide, not merely for day students, but 
also for boarders. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) admitted that there was 
some force in the criticism that in 
a denominational school all students 
could not be placed on a _footin 
of strict equality, in respect of all 
forms of religious instruction. At the 
same time, the object of his hon. friend 
was a perfectly laudable one, and ought 
to be attained. That object was to 
secure that there should be no inequality 
as between pupils, purely and simply 
because they belonged to a denomina- 
tion other than that which dominated 
the school. If all friends of religious 
education were as tolerant as the right 
hon. Gentleman, he would agree that 
the fear of any such persecution was un- 
reasonable, but unfortunately that was 
not the case. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man had had the experience that many 
Members had had of the working of de- 
nominational schools in rural districts 
he would admit that there was some 


| excuse for the timidity with which they 


regarded a provision of this kind. The 
inequality under which Nonconformists 





suffered was not confined to the pupils; 
|it extended to the teachers. In the 


| 14,000 or 15,000 denominational schools 
| of the country Nonconformists had no 
| chance of being in a position of equality 
with other teachers when anopportunity 
for promotion occurred. He asked 
whether the First Lord would object to 
the insertion of such words as ‘or be 
placed on an equal footing in,” which 
' would make it perfectly clear that no 
child was to he placed under any 
inequality because he belonged to an 
unpopular faith. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said he had 
hoped his Amendment would receive 
more practical favour at the hands 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Certain 
technical reasons had been given 
for the non-acceptance of the actual 
words of his proposal. He yielded to no 
man in his claim for absolute religious 
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equality. That was the bed-rock on 
which Nonconformists stood. They did 
not desire toleration. The vital words 
of the Amendment were “an unequal 
footing,’ and he was prepared to accept 
any words which carried out what the 
right hon. Gentleman himself admitted 
to be a necessity, viz., that all pupils and 
teachers should be on an equal footing. 
On that point he recalled to the Com- 
mittee the dignified words of the address 
of the Free Church deputation to the 
First Lord of the Treasury— 


“It has been said by more than one prelate 
of the Established Church that they will, when 
the Bill becomes law, deal fairly with Non- 
conformists. But we do not acknowledge we | 


Education 


right on the part of that Church to deal wit 
us, fairly or otherwise. Our —— is to the 


State; we are its citizens, and before it all are 


equal.” 

He would commend to the attention of 
the noble Lord the Memberfor Greenwich, 
whose rather juvenile interruptions the 
previous night, when he accused the 
Opposition of disorder, contrasted strong- 
ly with his own outrage—{ Ministerial 
cries of “Oh!” and Pica Yes, he 
would say that the greatest Parliamentary 
outrage committed this session had been 
committed by the noble Lord in the Lobby. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That has noth- 
ing whatever to do with the Amendment. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS replied that he had 
said all he had to say on the subject. He 
commended to the attention of the noble 
Lord a letter from the Bishop oi Hereford, 
which appeared in’ The 7imes ot that day. 
It was because religious equality was at 
the botton of his Amendment that he 
pressed it on the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
had some words to suggest which he 
thought. would carry out the views 
expressed on the other side. He sug- 
gested that his Amendment should be 
amended as follows— 


** Aided but not provided by the Counc l, 

and no pupil shall be excluded from nor placed 
in an inferior position in any school or college 
provided by the Council on the ground of 
religious belief.” 
If the House would allow him to with- 
draw his previous Amendment and 
move it in the form he had suggested, 
he would do so. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS expressed his assent 
to the words of the First Lord of the 
Treasury in preference to his own. 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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Amendment to the Amendment, by 
leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn e 2, line 12, after the word ‘ college,” 
to insert the words ‘ aided but not provided by 
the council, and no pupil shall excluded 
from nor placed in an inferior position in any 
school or college provided by the Council on 
the ground of religious belief.’”—(Mr. A. J, 
Balfour.) 

Question proposed, “.That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.), 
upon a point of order, reminded the 
Chairman that the Committee had 
already decided that no particular 
form of religious instruction or wor- 
ship should be taught in any 
school. Therefore, he desired to know 
if this particular Amendment was in 
order. Earlier in the debate the First 
Lord of the Treasury accepted an excep- 
tion to this rule in the case of training 
colleges, but the whole principle of this 
sub-clause was accepted upon the under- 
standing that no teaching of any par 
ticular form of religious instruction 
would be required in any of those schools. 
The right hon. Gentleman by his 
Amendment now proposed to allow 
religious instruction to be required, 
although he proposed that no scholar 
should be obliged to attend religious 
instruction. The Committee had already 
decided that the Council should not 
require any particular form of religious 
instruction to be taught in any school 
whether they were aided or provided. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I understand that 
the hon. Member’s point is that the 
words “ aided but not provided by the 
Council ” cannot now be added. 


Mr. McKENNA: Yes, because in de- 
bating the whole clause exceptions were 
moved and disposed of, and now the right 
hon. Gentleman was proposing to make 
a further exception. 


'*Toe CHAIRMAN: If I am to dis 
criminate against this Amendment 
now, I ought not to have admitted 
the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire. It was 
not an actual negation, but a limita 
tion. The Amendment now sug 
gested by the First Lord of the 
Treasury would be a limitation, because 
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t would limit this sub-clause to schools 


«gided but not provided by the Council.” | 
Therefore, it is only a limitation, and I | 


do not think I can rule it out of order. 


were now dealing with the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman de 


{8 Jury 1902} 


| cross purposes. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon-. 
mouthshire, W.) contended that they | 


nwo as if nothing had taken place, and | 
any objection which was valid yesterday | 


was valid now. He understood from 


he ruling just given that in consequence | 
of having allowed an Amendment by | 


the hon. Member for Northampton now 
they were discussing the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Amendment as if it was now 
being proceeded with for the first time. 


take objection to the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Northampton to the 
sub-clause because it proposed to limit 
it to schools existing at the present 
moment. That is.a limitation of time. 


| plete satisfaction of our ideas. 
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school or college to be provided by this 
clause, and it is because we are trying to 
fit these two separate ideas into one part 
of the Bill that we have got a little at 
For my own part—and 
I believe I speak for the great majority 
of Members on this side of the House, 
and I know that many hon. Members 
opposite hold the same view—I think 
there ought to be no denominational 
character in those schools. If there is to 
be, we are willing to accept the con- 
science clause, and the Cowper-Temple 
Clause, but we are not going to have 
these put to us as if they were a com- 
It is one 
of those cases in which it is not true that 


half a loaf is better than no bread. If 


‘Tar CHAIRMAN: I said I did not | we are to have half a loaf against some 


principle which we believe to be a sound 


|and essential one, then we would rather 


| ciples, 


Now the limitation is not one of time, | 


but it takes a fresh line of cleavage and 
divides the schools and colleges as 


between those aided and to be aided 


and those which are to be provided in 
the future. 


Having admitted the other | 


Amendment, I do not see how I can) 
| denominational school or college should 
not be provided by the State. 


tefuse to admit this one. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
Stirling Burghs): With regard to 


the Amendment which is now pro-| 


posed de I think one 
cause of the 


ment into which the Committee has 


novo, great 


confusion or _ bewilder- | 


have the no bread than a promise which 
involves the abandonment of our prin- 
That is the reason why the First 
Lord of the Treasury, while finding his 
concessions and proposals received very 
good naturedly and pleasantly, suddenly 
discovers a strong feeling almost leading 
to their rejection. The one way in which 
the right hon. Gentleman might escape 
any turther difficulty, would be to ac- 
knowledge in so many words that a 


(3.30.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought 


this Amendment would be necessary, 


even if they adopted the Cowper-Temple 


| Clause in its extreme form. Let them 


been drawn is that we are looking) 


at this question from twoaspects. There 
is the supposition that the schools and 


¢olleges to be provided will be denomi- | 


national. If they are to be denomi- 
national colleges and schools, then the 
words of the right hon. Gentleman meet 
the case, because they secure that no 
pupil shall be excluded on account of his 
religious opinion, and there will be no 


/must protect the pupils, 


favouritism to those who share the. 


opinions which are acknowledged to be 


those of the school as against those who | 
whether he was prepared to accept this 


do not share them. That is a good and 
substantial guarantee against the abuse 
of the denominational preference which 
already exists. But a number of my 


| difference in the world. 


hon. friends take another view, which | 


goes deeper. 


We say that there ought | 


suppose that the Cowper-Temple Clause 
was added to the sub-section, would it 
then be necessary or not to say that 
‘“‘in any school or college provided by 
the Council.” He contended that this 
was unnecessary. He thought they 
whichever 
denomination they belonged to. There- 
fore they did require the safeguard 
proposed in the Amendment. 


Me. LLOYD-GEORGE asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman 
would not now tell the Committee 


That would make all the 
If it was not 
accepted, he was still of opinion that the 
w rds proposed by the right hon. Gentle- 
man made things worse. He had sub- 


Amendment. 


to be no denominational character in any | mitted the jclause to one or two legal 


i 
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experts, and they were of opinion that a 
County Council could, under the words 
as they stood, teach any dogma par- 
ticular to any denomination. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The words of 


the clause are— 

‘*A Council, in the application of money 
under this part of this Act, shall not uire 
that any particular form of religious instruction 


or worship. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked what 
that meant. These words “shall not 
require” were narrowing words. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would accept the 
Cowper-Temple Clause, which would 
prevent any formula being taught in| 
schools founded by the County Council, 
the Committee might save a good deal 
of time. That would show that he was 
prepared to meet them on this most 
important religious difficulty. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
said it was evident from the discussion 
which had taken place that the clause 
contemplated that there should be de- 
nominational schools and colleges The 
First Lord of the Treasury had stated | 


over and over again that undenomina- 
tional colleges could be established under 
the Bill, and if it was not under this 
clause they could not be established 


under any other clause in the Bill. It 
appeared to him that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not frankly fulfilling 
the promise which he had made. The 
difficulty of the position would be some- 
what removed if the First Lord would 
state frankly that he would accept the 
Cowper-Temple Clause. 


*Sim ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) said the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment was necessary whether the 
Cowper-Temple Clause was included or 
not, and he urged that the latter be 
inserted as in the Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889, which wasa statutory pre- 
cedent from both points of view. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said that the Committee 
had now for about an hour and a,half been 
on the fringe of a great question with- 
out touching the question proper. He 
agreed with his hon. friend the Member 
for the Carnarvon Boroughs that unless 
the First Lord would accept the Cow- 
per-Temple Clause he would rather not 
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Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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wanted to find out was whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would accept 
that clause or not. The real question 
was whether the County Councils had 
the power to establish denominational 
schools or not. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said if the hon. 
Member for Flintshire was successful 
in carrying his Amendment, he under- 
stood that the right hon. Baronet 
would accept the clause, but if the hon. 
Member was unsuccessful, it would 
still be open to the Committee to reject 
the Amendment of the First Lord. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was to 
meet the general wish of the House 
that he withdrew his Amendment. 


Mr SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said it would be convenient 
for him to move the Amendment of which 
he had given notice, because it would not 
restrict discussion of the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman. That Amend- 
ment was to add the words “hereafter 
established and aided, or.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the words 
“established hereafter” would not be 
in order. The Committee had already 
decided to make no distinction between 
colleges now existing and those estab- 
lished in future. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he would 
move the Amendment in a form to meet 
the Chairman’s ruling. He thought it 
would be very much better at this stage, 
if the right hon. Gentleman would say 
what code he proposed in regard to the 
colleges to be hereafter established. He 
understood that the general feeling of 
the majority of the Committee was to 
leave the existing schools as they were. 
His own opinion was that the Govern- 
ment ought to make a distinct difference 
between the schools which would come 
into existence in the future, and the 
schools already in existence in various 
parts of the country. The object of his 
Amendment was to prevent the possi- 
bility of excluding pupils from the schools 
provided hereafter by the education 
authority. The new technical schools 
ought to be entirely free from any de- 
nominational or sectarian influences. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, after the word “college,” to 
insert the words “ aided or.” —( Mr. Samuel 
Evans.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words CATION (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge- 
‘aided or’ be there inserted in the pro- | University) said he hoped the hon. 
posed Amendment. j}and learned Member. would with- 

; : | draw his Amendment, and let the Com- 
Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said the | mittee get to the real issue which the 


uestion the Committee had to consider | Commnittes was eiionst0 came %6 


was what should be done in the colleges | gocision y 
‘ ; > | decis pon. They thought that they 
established by the County Council. With | 14 settled the question as to the schools 


aid to the day schools, a Conscience | which were aided, but now the hon. and 


was already provided by the Bill ;| learned Member, by a very ingenious: 


in the technical schools the question of | Amendment, has again brought in the 


eee eirueton woals Bay OM | 2107 schools whieh had heen discussed 


; and th instituti i 
aay 7 which -" Fic eer ti = | all yesterday and part of the day before. 


; Sle mg My te sda if th | He hoped the hon. and learned Gentle- 
gees ot he A we p tne man would withdraw his Amendment, 
He did not think it was at all likely that | and allow the Committee to come to the 


the County Councils would establish such question whether the local authority 
schools, but if they were established, it Was to have a free hand to establish both 


was desirable in the cause of justice, or, at denominational schools and undenom- 
all events, conciliation, that the Cowper- | inational schools at the public expense, or 
Temple Clause should be accepted. | whether they were to be limited by the 


State to th tablish t of i- 
is 2 MN att, etic 


interrupt his hon. friend on a point of 

order. His hon. friend appealed to him Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
to bring the discussion to an end. In right hon. Gentleman did not seem to: 
accordance with the promise he had ynderstand the Amendment. Suppose 
made he could not bring itto anend until that a Town Council or a County 
they had anissue brought beforethem. Council, instead of founding a secondary 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if school, elected to aid a particular 
the right hon. Gentleman would state gt@mmar school. All that his hon. and 
now that he would accept the Amend- learned friend proposed was that if the 
ment, they need not occupy the time of Town Council or County Council did so,. 
the Committee any further. they would not be allowed to exclude 

| pupils on the ground of religious belief. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood | Recely that was a very proper thing to 
to dissent. do. In organising a secondary system 


Mr. BRYCE said he sympathised | of education, why should they put the 
very much with the right hon. Gentle- secondary schools on a different footing 
man in regard to the difficultiesin which | from the elementary schools from which 
he was placed, and in which the Com-| the County Council could not exclude 
mittee found itself. If the Chairman @ single pupil on account of their 
ruled that the Amendment of his hon. | being Dissenters? From every school 
friend, the Member for Mid Glamorgan, | which accepted public money or aid for 
must first be disposed of, he would not | the purpose of teaching secondary educa- 
say another word ; but if they were on tion no child should be excluded because 
the general discussion he had something | }* Was 4 Wesleyan, or Baptist, or Con- 
to say. _gregationalist, or anything else. He 
could not recollect a single Amendment 

*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the Com-| jn which this issue was raised before, 
mittee were now on the Amendment to | because they never knew that such 
the proposed Amendment. _ exclusion was possible until this Amend- 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that when | ment was proposed. It would be worse 
he began his speech he stated that he| than the Sectarian system of primary 
would move the Amendment in this form | education. He was glad his hon. and 
leaving out the word “ hereafter.” learned friend had raised the point, 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF wrue_| because this was the only opportunity 
COMMITTEE, or COUNCIL on EDU- | they would have of discussing it. 
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Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Saffron Wal-| Question proposed, “That those words 
den) said that the Amendment was quite a be added to the proposed Amendment,” 
reasonable one, and he trusted the) 
Government would accept it. There was | 
no difference in principle between aiding | know what course the Government were 
and providing. going to adopt on this Amendment, but 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he did not | he gathered from the position from which 
want to put the Committee tothe trouble | the Amendment had been moved that 
of a division, and he would withdraw his | they were not unfriendly to it. There 
Amendment in order that they might | Was, as the Committee knew, a class of 


proceed to the discussion of the larger members who _were inclined to take a 
ame. | middle course in regard to this matter; 
| but he asserted that whether the 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he did not 


Amendment to Amendment, by leave, 
withdrawn. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE moved that in 
line 4 of the Amendment, after the words 
“school or college” there be inserted 
“hostel.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) said he wished to move 
as an Amendment to the Amendment to 
add at the end the words— 


** And no Catechism or formulary distinctive | 


of any particular religious denomination shall 
be taught or used in any school, college, or 
hostel so provided.” 

This Amendment, he said, would meet 
the views of many hon. Gentlemen on 


the other side of the House, and he was | 


sure would give satisfaction to most hon. 
Gentlemen on this side of the House. 
It would introduce into the Bill what was 
commonly known as the Cowper-Temple 
clause, limited in its application to schools 
provided by the local authority. It 
would not prevent the creation by in- 
dividuals or societies of denominational 


hostels which might take advantage of | 


the secular instruction given in these 
schools or colleges. He would not dis- 


cuss this well-known clause and its effect. | 


There was no special reason to suppose 


that the local authorities desired to | 
denominational | 
the | 
Amendment, if adopted, would have a/| 


in future 


and he believed 


establish 


schools ; that 


conciliatory effect, and would promote 


the cause of education,while it would not | 


injure the cause of religion. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 


Amendment, at the end, to add the words— 


“ And no Catechism or formulary distinctive 
of any particular religious denomination shall 
be taught or used in any school, college, or 
hostel s» provided.”— (Sir William Anson.) 


|Government accepted the Amendment 
_or not it would be the duty of those 
who took strong views on the question 
| to resist the Amendment and press it 
|to a division. He quite agreed that 
|it was very unlikely that County 
| Councils would be disposed to found 
schools out of the public funds to meet 
| denominational needs, although it would 
not be very impossible to convince his 
|hon. friend that such a thing would 
|happen. Take the case of a district 
|where almost the whole population 
'was Roman Catholic. Was the 
County Council in no case, however 
|pressing the educational needs of 
|that district, to found a Roman 
Catholic school for higher education ! 
A private preparatory school conducted 
on a broad-minded sensible plan was 
another instance. In such a_ school 
there was scriptural religious education, 
and Church of England religious educa- 
‘tion taught without the slightest 
friction . or disturbance. Suppose a 
County Council found itself in a position 
to establish a school of that kind, why 
in the name of commonsense was 
Parliament to say that they should not. 
| Why was the Church Catechism, how- 
ever much it might be desired by the 
majority of the population, to be tabooed 
_as if it were an unclean thing not to be 
tolerated within the walls of a school. 
That was the reason why he should 
oppose the Amendment. It was 
nothing less than an outrage on those 
‘who believed that denominational 
religion, whether Nonconformist or 
Church of England, was the only real 
| religion, that distinct denominationalism 
|should be put under a stigma and 
‘should not be liberated in a public in- 
| stitution, however much that might be 
|the wish of the local authority. An 
| Amendment which had the appearance 
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of erecting the standard of this new ; John Russell as far back as 1856 when 
bigotry — [Several Hon. Mempers: Oh, | he was Leader of the House of Commons 
oh!] Which was the more bigoted | and Prime Minister of the country. Lord 
position, to say, “ Teach what you like ; | John was endeavouring to lay down the 
teach what meets with the wishes of the | general lines of what he believed would 
ents,” or to say “you will not | Sooner or later, be the education of this 
teach this, however much it may | country, and he used two sentences which 
accord in the will of the parents.” | Were a very good answer to what had 
It was because he adhered to the’ fallen from his noble friend. Lord John 
principle of religious equality, because Russel said— 
he wished perfect religious equality, as| «Did the House mean to say that there 
between Koman Catholics, Noncon- | would be no religious instruction except that 
formists, and Members of the Church of confined to the distinctions between different 
England, that he would oppose the | bodies and sects of Christians ? 
Amendment. | Then he proceeded— 
_. | ‘Was there to be no religious instruction 
(4.6.) Lorp EDMUND _ FITZ- | except that which discriminated between Pro- 
MAURICE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) said | testants and Papists and Presbyterians and 
as a Member of the House of Com- | ther sects of Christians. 
mons in 1870, the present situation | 
was one of the peculiar cases in which | 
history repeated itself. In 1870) 





He was sure they all anticipated for his 
noble friend who had just spoken a 
eat and distinguished career, like that 


the original proposal of Mr. Gladstone's | on which Mr. Gladstone was then enter- 
Government was that the School Boards | ing when Lord John Russell replied to 


about to be established should have the | him in the sentences he had just quoted. 
right of setting up denominational | Might they not also hope that before his 
schools out of the rates, that they were | noble friend’s career was terminated he 
to have an absolutely free hand to set up | might bring forward a large and broad 


denominational or undenominational | measure of educational reform such as 
schools. After three months’ excited dis- | Mr. Gladstone did in 1870. Lord John 
cussion in the country, the Bill had to | Russell in the speech from which he 
be recommitted, and it was only in July | quoted pointed out certain great prin- 
oe that the easy ee ve ye | ciples of ined erg re maa 
ommittee stage of a Bill introduced | were acce oman atholics 
in the previous February. There was|as_ well 8 b Protestants. He re- 
then only one way of arriving at a/ferred to such books as Fénélon’s 
solution which was acceptable to the | “ Evidences of Christianity,” and asked 
mass of the people of the country. The if they were not books which could be 
extreme secularists had to be put on one | accepted and taught in common in con- 
side, as had also the extreme denomi- | nection with all forms of the Christian 
nationalists; and a compromise was | religion. Lord John also asked whether a 
arrived at which was associated with the | book ng iy er ayo gy 
name of Mr. Cowper-Temple. It was| written by a Catholic, would not 
perfectly certain that the aliens now | —— and — Protestant schools. 
proposed would not be more acceptable |The Committee should remember that 
to his noble friend Chaclaemadatn with | they were not dealing with primary 
such great ability than was the settle- | education but with secondary education. 
ment of 1870 to views then as ably re- | Why should they a “igang in — 
esented in the House of Commons. | connection such s as Butler's 
ey had all read in the letter of the | “Analogy” which was founded on the 
_? of Hereford in today’s Times ee 9 = Christianity. The noble Lord 
that it was ible to have a form | said that that would be an insult. 
of religious Sohinn. not necessarily 
denominational, but yet based on| Lorp HUGH CECIL said he never 
the bed-rock of Christianity common | suggested that it would be an insult to 
to all the great religions in this| have good books read in the schools. 
country. He happened the other day to| What he objected to was the exclusion 
tome across a speech delivered by Lord | of the Church Catechism. 
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Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
he thought he had already succeeded in 
inducing the noble Lord to reduce the 
proposition he had put before the Com- 
mittee. The letter of the Bishop of 
Hereford was a protest against the view 
that they should have denominational 
teaching if they were to have religious 
teaching at all; and that was the argu- 
ment which he, too, was endeavouring to 
refute. Asthe right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Dartford Division, who 
was a Charity Commissioner, knew, the 
House was responsible for the establish- 
ment and the maintenance of the very 
system now proposed in many of the 
large grammar and endowed schools of 
the country. In the schemes of the 
Charity Commissioners they had the 
Cowper-Temple Clause in a slightly dif- 
ferentform. There was one scheme which 
had distracted the House of Commons for 
seven years, but it was eventually settled 
exactly on the lines of the Cowper- 
Temple Clause. That scheme stated— 


‘** Subject to the provisions of this scheme, 
religious instruction in accordance with the 
pare gs of the Christian faith shall be given 
im each school, under such regulations as shall 
be made from time to time by the Governors.” 


As a result, there was not the smallest 
difficulty with reference to religious 
teaching under that scheme. Why, 
when schemes of that kind were in 
operation under the Charity Commis- 
sioners all over the country, should they 
not take the bull by the horns and put 
an end, once and for ever, to a terrible 
question, which had vexed this country 
for such a long period ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he greatly 
admired the erudition of the noble Lord, 
but if other Members of the Committee 
were endowed with such a minute know- 
ledge of the controversy, the debate 
would be unnecessarily prolonged by the 
recital of ancient woes. He a Hiner 
trembled to make a speech, as, per- 
haps, years after he was dead, it might 
from when the House 
found itself still en- 
With 


be quoted 
of Commons 
gaged in this perennial subject. 
reference to the proposition of his hon. 


friend the Member for the Oxford 
University, he really had not much 
to say. From a theoretical point of 
view, there was nothing less capable of 
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defence than the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
It was absolutely impossible to find any 
rationale for it at all. He, however, 
never approached the question as g 
theoretical matter; he approached it ag 
a practical matter, and from that point 
of view there was a great deal to be said 
for the Amendment. The Scottish system 
allowed, and, in fact, alt encouraged, 
the local authorities to hive denomina- 
tional schools; but he did not believe 


the Scottish system was suited to the 
English practice, and |12 did not believe 
Councils 


that the Count and the 
Borough Councils would erect these 
denominational schools. But to embody 
the Cowper-Temple Clause in the Bil] 
would be an advantage from the point 
of view of the local authorities them- 
selves. It was impossible to remove 
entirely from discussion among those 
local authorities the religious question. 
Let Parliament do its best to remove it. 
After the prolonged use which the 
English community had had of the 
conscience clause, he thought, if they 
inserted it here, it would be taken asa 
Parliamentary indication that denomi- 
national religion was not to be taught, 
and that ps. 96m in the interests of a 
single denomination were not to be 
erected, and the Councils would feel 
themselves protected by such a pro 
vision. It was perfectly true that there 
was no religious dogma in this world 
which could not be taught in any school 
under the Cowper-Temple Clause. You 
might teach the doctrines of the Couneil 
of Trent or the doctrines of the Council 
of the Vatican, the Cowper-Templ 
Clause notwithstanding; but on the 
whole, and even so, he was disposed to 
think it would be an aid to the County 
and Borough Councils if they did not 
add to the very difficult task which this 
Bill threw upon them the additional 
difficulties that might arise if they were 
open to appeals to build schools in the 
interests of a single denomination. He 
did not believe they would ever doit, 
but, at the same time, all religious cot 
troversy should be as far as possible 
removed from these bodies, and lie there 
fore, as a matter of practice, was inclined 
to think the Committee would do well 
to accept the proposal of his hon. friend. 
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Mr. BRYCE expressed the opinion | 
that it would be difficult to discover 
any method for dealing with this 
uestion which could be more easily 
adopted than the embodiment of the 
Gowper-Temple Clause, of which they | 
had had thirty years experience, and 
which had worked so well. It was 
extremely unlikely, he thought, that 
any County or Borough Council would 
tablish any denominational college ; 
but the best step they could take to 
ensure, as far as possible, the removal 
of these controversies, undoubtedly 
would be to unanimously accept the, 
Amendment before the House. 


*EarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said 
that he had no quarrel with the view 
taken by his right hon. friend the First 
lord of the ‘Treasury; he rose chiefly 
to appeal to the right hon. Gentleman 
to leave this matter to the decision of 
the House. Personally, he intended to 


vote against the Amendment, because 
he thought that the attitude of his 
noble friend the Member for Greenwich 
was infinitely the broader-minded and 


more liberal of the two. They were 
not arguing whether the Councils should 
be allowed to set up schools or colleges 
in which one form of denominational | 
aching was enforced; all that was 
in question was whether the local au- 
thorities were to be obliged to refuse 
toallow any doctrines distinctive of one 
denomination to be taught in a college, 
even ifthe needs of the locality required 
them.: Why should such a duty be im- 
posed on a Souuey Council? Why, after 
twenty centuries of Christianity, were 
they to adopt the extraordinary thesis 
that religion—which was, no doubt, 
very estimable in its way—was, like 
smoking and other personal indulgences, 
not to be allowed in a public institution ? | 
He was somewhat surprised that this | 
should be the attitude of many broad- | 
minded Members of the Hovse, more | 
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local education authority, and in the manage- 
ment of which a paid official of the school or 
college takes part, the following provisions 
shall take effect :— (1) Scholars shail be allowed 
to att-nd such places of worship, and to have 
reasonable facilities for religious instruction 
from such religious teachers as their parents 
may choose for them.” 
That proposal for the Nonconformist 
hostels was exactly the same as that 
whick was now made to the Committee 
for every school. He regretted that the 
Amendment had been moved, because 
it made it so excessively difficult for 
those who wished to deal with these 
sectarian matters from a broad Cath- 
olic standpoint to meet hon. Gentle- 
men opposite half way. He disliked to see 
the exclusive spirit, either in the school 
or inthe Church. But if they were to 
o further, and say no religious teaching 
should be allowed at all, and that the civil 
and religious life were to be shut up in 
water-tight compartments which had 
no connection with each other, then 
he was bound to dissent. Even if the 
State cared for none of these things, at 
all events it ought not to persecute, but 
give full liberty and toleration to those 
who did. 


(4.25.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said 
he had long held the view that the Eng- 
lish people were the most irrational and 
illogical people cn the face of the earth, 
and that opinion had been confirmed by 
these debates. Whenever the Cowper- 
Temple Clause was proposed, he should 
feel bound to oppose it. It was the root 
and source of all that religious strife 
which had sterilised and paralysed all 
educational work from 1870 to the 
present time. The’ religious instruction 
of this country must be based on 
Christian faith. The Cowper-Temple 
Clause was an absurdity; and he 
opposed it on theoretical grounds, 
because to his mind it had given away 
the only solid principle upon which this 
religious controversy could ever be 
settled. What he desired to do was to 


especially as he noticed that lower down! draw attention to the way in which the 
onthe Paper there wasan Amendment in | introduction of this Clause might affect 
the name of the hon. Member for Flint |the Catholic interest in this matter. 
Boroughs, in which he actually made | Clause 2, it would be agreed, would 
the contrary proposal with regard to include all the industrial schools in the 


these new hostels. That Amendment | country. The provision undoubtedly 
Tau— ‘included the industrial schools of the 


J. 
Sin » hostel or boarding house of a school country, and they would largely pass 
4t college which receives assistance from the | under the control of the local education 
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authority. He could not help laughing 
to himself when hon. Members declared 
that it was against their consciences 
that any public authority should have 
power to apply money out of the rates 
to the support of institutions managed 
by denominations. Surely they knew 
perfectly well that many County and 
District Councils were in the habit of 
making large grants to industrial schools 
which were denominational institutions. 
The industrial schools of the Catholic 
Church were, no doubt, provided largely 


by the denomination, but in many cases 


so liberal were the County and Borough | 


Councils that they had given them 
not only maintenance grants, but also 
building grants; and it would be an 
absolute , Sar and absurdity if the 
Clause forbade the giving of religious 
instruction in those schools. Hon. 


Members were very enthusiastic about | 


the virtues of the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
but when it was a question of reforming 
poor waifs and strays, the common sense 
of the country, instead of trusting to 
the operations of the Clause, handed 
them over as far as possible to the 
denominations to which they belonged, 
thus recognising that denominational 
instruction was the most likely to reform 
them and prepare them to take a better 
part in the life of the nation. He, there- 
fore, asked the First Lord to give an 
assurance that he would inquire into 
this matter, and see that the hands of the 
local authorities were left absolutely free 
in dealing with the industrial schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
quite willing to give that assurance. 


* Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) felt bound to oppose the Amendment. 
He did not for a moment contemplate 
that any County Council would establish 
a denominational college of any kind, 
but he did contemplate as possible the 
establishment of a college of which the 
teaching qua college would be purely 
secular, while facilities were given for 
special religious instruction for those 
students who desired it. The Amend- 
ment, he feared, would render that im- 
possible, and such a restriction, from an 
educational as well as a denominational 
point of view, would be disastrous. 
These institutions should be made popular 


Mr, Dillon. 
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and well frequented ; to attain that object 
the general confidence of the public must 
be secured. Parents would not sen¢ 
their children to a school unless the sort 
of education they desired could be there 
obtained. That was a natural and p 
position to take, and from an educational 
point of view it would be the 

folly not toacknowledgeit. He ear 
asked, therefore, that in this matter the 
local authorities should be given ap 
absolute discretion, as in Scotland, the 
scholars being protected by a conscience 
clause in each case. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N} 
expressed his gratification at the ae 
ceptance of the Amendment, and his 
belief that the passage of the Bill would 
be facilitated thereby. To have left the 
local authorities to determine the form 
of religious instruction would have been 
an insuperable obstacle to the dev 
ment of secondary education, atin 
in the small areas. Nothing could b 
further from the truth than to say that 
the Amendment would strike a blow 
at denominationalism. What had bee 
the effect of the Cowper-Temple Claus 
on denominational instruction in England 
and Wales? Since 1870 the number of 
denominational elementary schools had 
increased from 8,281 to 14,319; the 
number of pupils from 1,693,000 to 
3.055,000 ; the income per child from 
8s. 10d. to 35s. 5d. ; the amount of grants 
received by the Church of England from 
£408,000 to £3,600,000, and by the 
Roman Catholics from £40,000 to 
£464,000. So far from injuring de 
nominationalism, what the First Lor 
had done would take a great difficulty 
out of the way of these local authorities 
in the establishment of their new school, 
and what had happened under the 
Cowper-Temple Clause with regard to 
primary schools was likely to occur 
under this Bill with regard to secondary 
schools. 


*Sm FRANCIS POWELL said that, 
although he did not speak officially 
as the Vice-Chairman of the Church 
Parliamentary Party, he had no hesitation 
in expressing his great satisfaction wil 
the policy of the Government in ths 
matter. Ever since the passing of the 
Act of 1870 he had been connected 
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the manufacturing districts of Lanca- | friend the Member for Wigan took a 
shire and Yorkshire, and had had stronger line. He was a very warm 

rtunities of watching its operation, supporter of voluntary schools, and a 
both in contests and in the conduct of | liberal subscriber to them; but for the 
ghools; and no conviction was more life of him he could not understand, if 
firmly settled on his mind than that the | the Cowper-Temple Clause was such an 
Cowper-Temple Clause had been a great | ideal system, why everyone could not go 

tion for religious teaching. He to the board schools, and then we should 
was sure that re that Clause had not been | not have this dispute. 

of our educational system, there i , 
would have been contests Pree board; “Sim FRANCIS POWELL said he did 
elections most injurious to religion while |20t say the Cowper-Temple system was 
they were being conducted, and fre- perfection, and he preferred the Church 
quently fatal to religious teaching | England system; but as a practical 
in the schools after the issue of | Policy, he thought the Cowper-Temple 
the poll. Under the system, instruc- | System was the best under existing cir- 
tio had been given which might not | Cumstances. 


have suited the tastes of heated par-| Jorp HUGH CECIL said the hon. 
tisans on the one side or the other, but | Baronet believed that the Cowper 
which had, he believed, commended itself Temple system was not so good as 
to the mind and judgment of moderate | the Church of England teaching, but, 
men of all parties. Many accomplished nevertheless, he was not prepared to 
and devout men and women gave | allow a County Council, however much 
religious instruction in elementary they might desire it, to build a school 
schools on the week day, and then) which made it impossible for the Count 
on the Sunday taught the same | Councils to provide schools which he all 
children in what he might describe the time believed to be best for the 
as the more technical departments | ghildren. Such was the logic to be found 
of religious knowledge. He _ believed | among the admirers of the Cowper- 
that the proposal would give new | Temple Clause. He agreed that this 
solidity, new spirit, and possibly new) Amendment would have no practical 
life, to the teaching of religion in this| gfect. In so far as it represented a 
country, and he welcomed the intro- | reality at all, it was a great injury, hard- 
duction of the Clause as a great im-| ship, and tyrannyto those who maintained 
provement to our educational system. —_| that denominational education was right ; 
|but as a matter of principle it was 

Loroy HUGH CECIL said that there entirely indefensible. He was filled with 


were one or two points in the remark- | alarm at the attitude of the Government 





able specches they had just heard to /|in accepting an Amendment to conciliate 
which he should like to refer. The} opposition, which he was afraid the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell | Government would find was altogether 
sought to prove that the Cowper-Temple | incapable of conciliation, and which was 
Clause had been a message of peace to | altogether vicious in — [Cries of 


this country, but ‘he forgot to mention “Oh, oh!” and ‘“ Withdraw!”] He 
that there had been a great increase in | meant that the Amendment of his hon. 
the number of denominational schools, | friend was vicious in principle; the Op- 
that a great amount of money had been | position, of course, was replete with 
spent upon them, and a great deal of| virtue. If the right hon. Gentleman 
zal had been thrown into them. These | was going to conduct the Bill throughout 
schools were 8O many protests against | on those lines, it might advance quickly, 
the intolerable nature of this Clause. | as far as the Opposition was concerned, 
The whole feeling was that the Cowper-| but it would not solve the education 
Temple Clause was an unsatisfactory | problem, and he did not think he would 
form of religious instruction. If the/| find that it would increase the warmth 
Cowper-Temple Clause was quite accept- | of the support of those devoted to de- 
able, then denominational schools would | nominational education, and it would 
have withered away as the British | not tend to religious peace-either in this 
schools had withered away. His hon. | House or outside. 
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AYES. 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chath’m 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Denny, Colone 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson. Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralpt 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F, 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
— Sir Andrew Noel 

Allan,Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P. (Glouc. Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anstruther, H. T. “ne 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Dunn, Sir William 

Buin, Colonel James Kobert © | Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Baird, John George Alexander | Edwards, Frank 

Baldwin, Alfred | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Ellis, John Edwara 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Evans,Sir FrancisH.(Maidst’ne 
Balfour,Rt Hn.Gerald W.(L’ds | Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Balfour,Kenneth R, (Christeh. | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Banbury, Frederick George | Faber, George Denison (York) 
Bathurst, Hon. Alien Benjamin | Fardell, Sir T. George 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Farqubarson, Dr. Robert 
Beach, RtHn Sir Michael Hicks | Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Fenwick, Charles 

Beatinck, Lord Henry C. | Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William Finch, George H. 

Bill, Charles | Finlay, Sir hobert Bannatyne 
Black, Alexander William | Fisher, William Hayes 

Bond, Edward | Fison, Frederick William 
Boseawen, Arthur Gritfith- | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | Fitzroy,Hon Edward Algernon 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Brassey, Albert Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Brigg, John | Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Broadhurst, Henry | Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Fuller, J. M. F. 

Brookfield, Colonel Muntagu | Gardner, Ernest 

Brotherton, Edward Allen | Garfit, William 

Brown. Alexander H.(Shropsh. | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Gudson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Bart, Thomas | Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH'ml’ts 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Sal’p 
Caine, William Sproston Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Caldwell, James | Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Cameron, Robert | Grant, Corrie 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Causton, Richard Knight | Gretton, Jokn 

Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh’e | Grey, Rt. Hon. SirE.{ Berwick) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Grittith, Ellis J. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | Gunter, Sir Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Clive, Captain Perey A. | Hain, Edward 

Cochrane Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Coddington, Sir William | Hamilton, Rt. Hn LdG.(Midd’x 
Coghili, Douglas Harry | Hareourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Compton, Lord Alwyne Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) | Helme, Norval Watson 
Cremer, William Randal Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Crowe, John William Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Crossley, Sir Savile Higginbottom, S. W. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 318; 
Noes, 29. (Division List No. 272.) 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh'm 
Howard,J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry(eecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johustone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’s 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshre 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. I. (Denbigh 
Kimber, Henry 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lambton,Hon. FrederickWm. 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, Wm F. (Liverpo:l) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lee-e,SicJozephF. (Accringtou 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, Jotn Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Loug,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Regi::ald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool): 
M‘A:rthur, William (Co:nwall) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edin burghW 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Sir CharlesBenja-nin. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mansfield, Horace, Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, Sir William 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfrie~b. 
Melville, Beresford V=lentine 
Meysey-Thomp-on, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmortom 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.} 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Jame: Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A .(Deptferd 
Moss, Samuel 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C.. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
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Myers, William ey 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newres, Sir George 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Kendal, Tip’erary,Mid 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,SirCharles M.( Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury), 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Runciman, Walter Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Russell, T. W. Tuinell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Sadier,Col. Samuel Alexander | Valentia, Viscount 

Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) Wallace, Robert 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | Walrond, Rt. HnSirWilliamH. 
Schwann, Charles E. | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) Warr, Augustus Frederic 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 


Seton-Karr, Henry | Weir, James Galloway 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Shipman, Dr. John G. Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts.) 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) White, George (Norfolk) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) White, Luke (York, E.k.) 
Smith, H.C (North’mb. Tynes’d Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Soares, Ernest J. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Spear, John Ward | Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Spencer, kt. Hn.C.R. (N’thants | Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) | Williams, Colunel R. (Dorset) 





Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F 


Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalyb’dge 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | Willox, Sir John Archivald 
| Stock, James Henry Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamia Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
| Strachey, Sir Edward Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | Wilson, Henry J. (York.W.R.) 
| Sturt, Hon. Humpbry Napier | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'d Univ | 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Tennant, Harold John Woodhouse,SirJ T(Hudd’sfield 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan,E.) | Wyndhaw, Rt. Hon. George 
| Thowax, David Alfred(Merthyr | Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower | Younger, William 








Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Thomson, F. W.(York, W.R.) | Yoxall, James Henry 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cecil, Kvelyn (Aston Manor) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winstoa Spencer 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Thornton, Percy N. 
| Tomkinson, James TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. Sir William Anson and 
| Toulmin, George Colonel Kenyou-Slaney. 





NOES. 


Flower, Ernest Perey, Earl 

Galloway, William Johnson Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Gorst, Kt. Hon.Sir John Eldon | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Greene,SirE W (B’y S.Edm’nds | Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Greville, Hon. Ronald Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester ) 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R,) | Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry Wylie, Alexander. 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morr, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Muntz, Sir Phili Lord Hugh Cecil and Mr. 








Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 


Question, “That the pr 


Hy A. 
‘O’Kelly,James(Roscommon, N James Hupe. 


oposed words, | under the conditions indicated, he did 


as amended, be there inserted,” put, and | not see why residential colleges should 


agreed to. 


not be compelled to do so as well. They 
did not want instances like those which 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 


@Mr LLOYD-GEORGE, in moving an| had referred to repeated too often. He 
Amendment of which Dr. Macnamara/| thought it reflected discredit on religion 
hadgiven notice, said thatthisAmendment | itself when they forced children to nomi- 
Taised the very important question of re-| nally accept a faith which they did not 
ligious freedom and equality. He was not | believe, only to get admission into a 
aware of any day college at the present | college subsidised by the State. He 
moment where there was any occasion for | trusted the First Lord of the Treasury 
this Clause at all. Iftheday schools were! would see his way to accept the Amend- 
perfectly willing to admit N onconformists! ment. 
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Amendment proposed — 
** In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ college,’ 

to insert the words ‘including any a ae 


residential college for the training of teachers.’ ” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


é. 
Question _ proposed, 
words be there inserted.” 


[° Sir JOHN GORST said there was no 
objection to the principle of this Amend- 
ment. He hoped the hon. Member 
would not insist on moving the Amend- 
ment now. He himself was strongly of 
opinion that it was unnecessary, either 
here or on the interpretation clause. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether 
the definition of ‘college’ would be 
sufficient to include a day college and a 
residential college. 


Str JOHN GORST said his impression 
was that it was not necessary, here or in 
the interpretation clause, to give the 
definition; but if there was any idea 
that it was necessary, it would be done. 


“That those 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(5.15.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE said 
thejobject of the Amendment he rose to 
move was to put boarders or residential 
scholarsin the same position as those who 
attended these secondary schools as day 
scholars for instruction. It seemed to him 
that there should be nodivision of qualifica- 
tion on the part of those who were com- 
pelled by the force of circumstances to 
reside in the wards of a secondary school 
and those who were merely day scholars. 
He believed that a great many of the 
secondary schools which were recognised 
as such by the Education Department 
already practically worked on that basis. 
He had made inquiry in regard to two 
schools in Bedford, and had found that 
they were conducted on a perfectly 
undenominational basis, and there was 
nothing in the Amendment which the 
right hon. Gentleman might not accept. 
The necessity for an Amendment of this 
kind was that in sparsely-populated dis- 
tricts parents would be compelled to 
send their boys and girls tosuch schools, 
because they could not get the educational 
advantages of these schools on any other 
condition, and thereby they would be 
placed at a disability. It was a reason- 
able Amendment, and therefore he begged 
to move it. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 15, to leave out the words 
— as a day or evening scholar.’ ”—(Mr, 
George White.) 

Question proposed, ‘ That 
words stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he hoped the 
Committee would agree to keep this part 
of the Clause as it stood. It had been 
arranged that in schools provided by a 
local authority there should be no de 
nominational formulary used, but the 
Committee were now dealing with 
grammar and other schools, where, as 
most Member: knew, it was necessary, 
for school discipline, to keep up a certain 
form of religious instruction and to 
follow the religious observances of a 
particular denomination. There was a 
clear distinction in the cases, which 
legislation should recognise, and such an 
Amendment would upset necessary ar- 
rangements for proper management. 
He trusted the Amendment would not 
be pressed. 
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those 








* Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.) said he supported the 
Amendment, and urged hon. Members 
who took an interest in religious freedom 
in secondary schools to do the same. 
After the very conciliatory and wise 
attitude displayed by the First Lord of 
the Treasury in dealing with the previous 
question, he had been rather surprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
refused this modest concession of a con- 
science clause—not the Cowper-Temple 
clause—in regard to this class of schools 
aided by the local authority. Supposing 
the local authority were anxious to aid 
a sectarian school like Lancing College, 
in Sussex, which was of a very High 
Church character, but which, from the 
amenities of its situation, and the 
effectiveness of its educational va 
might well attract pupils from 
parts — why should not the parents 
of pupils who did not care for 
the religious observances there, have 
the slender protection of a com 
science clause? A conference of 
ecclesiastics was recently held at 
Lambeth, which dealt with the question 
of confession, and other matters. The 
question naturally arose as to the use of 





confession in secondary schools. Most 
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divergent opinions were expressed. 
There were head masters present who 
suid that confession was desirable for 
boys, while others condemned it in the 
strongestterms. Heasked any fair-minded 
man who took a broad view ofthe rights of 

nts, and the desirability of maintain- 
ing a real religious spirit in secondary 
education, whether it was not desirable 
that there should be the protection of a 
conscience clause in schools of that 
kind, where the practice of confession 
and of other religious rites of a similar 
character might be introduced. At that 
conference the opinion of the late Arch- 
bishop Benson was quoted. He said that 
he would not give a vote for a head master 
who would insist on confession being 
used in his school. He did not say that 
it was imposed in any school, for he had no 
evidence to that effect ; but even if some 
parents wanted their sons to be trained 
to confession, other parents who objected 
should have the benefit of a conscience 
clause for their sons, and their sons 
should be protected from practices 


Education 


indistinguishable from the Roman Mass. 
The character of such a school could not 
be destroyed by exempting a few children 


from attending and taking part in such 
religious services. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said he did not think it was 
quitesufficient forthe First Lord tosay that 
in all these secondary schools they had a 
canon of regulations to maintain, and 
that if a conscience clause were intro- 
duced it would completely upset those 
regulations. He did not suppose that 
any of the schools to which the right 
hon. Gentleman had referred had ever 
received a shilling from public funds, but 
if the schools were to be subsidised at 
the public expense, they ought to go on 
a new principle. He supposed that in a 
great many places the manner in which 
the local anthority would aid such schools 
would be by establishing scholarships 
through the primary schools. Take 
Lancing College, in Sussex, which was a 
good school giving a most admirable 
education. Suppose that school was the 
one convenient school to which boys who 
had won those scholarships could con- 
veniently be sent. The question for the 
parent and the boy would be whether 
they were to make use of the scholarship 
or not. The probability was that if 
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they made use of the scholarship the 
boy would have to go to a school where 
religious teaching was entirely contrary 
to the convictions of the parent, and to 
those in which the boy had been brought 
np. The noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich had said that it was an out- 
rage on a parent that he should not be 
able to secure that character of religious 
teaching which he might choose his child 
to receive. Whether that was correct 
or not, surely, when they were giving a 
scholarship to a boy from an elementary 
school, the conditiun should not be im- 
posed that he should not receive that 
education without also receiving certain 
religious denominational education. 


Sir JOHN GORST: Let him go some- 


where else. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said it was 
all very well to say that he might go 
somewhere else, but in many cases it 
would be impossible to send him 
somewhere else. The school nearest to 
the parents’ house might be the most 
convenient and desirable school in every 
other point except the religious teach- 
ing, and to compel him to accept that 
religious teaching, which might be 
against the convictions of his parents and 
himself, would be an infinitely greater 
outrage than that referred to by the 
noble Lord. He felt sure that, without 
endangering the management of these 
schools, some protection could be given 
in this matter. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.) thought that the schools to 
which the First Lord of the Treasury had 
referred were not the schools which were 
likely to come under the Clause at all. 
The case to which he would like to draw 
attention was that of a man who desired 
to send his son as a boarder to a rate- 
aided school in his own town. In sucha 
case as that, it was very hard that there 
should not be the protection of the con- 
science clause. This man might have 
been contributing to the rates for years, 
and yet, if he were a man with strong 
Nonconformist convictions, although he 
had made great sacrifices to maintain 
the schools, his son was not to be 
allowed to go to the school unless he 
violated his conscience. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would reconsider 
the attitude he had taken up with regard 
to this matter. 
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Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said he desired to give an 
illustration of how this Amendment 
would affect this matter, by a case which 
was within his own knowledge. A 
strong Unitarian sent his two girls to a 
se¢ondary school for special training. 
In the summer time they were able, on 
their bicycles, to go daily from their 
father’s house to the school, and were, 
therefore, day pupils, and were protected 
by the conscience clause. But in the 
winter they were obliged to board with 
ony of the masters of the school, and the 
effect of this Clause would be that during 
the summer time the girls would be 
protected, but during the winter they 
would lose such protection. He was 
certain that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not desire an in-and-out arrange- 
ment of that kind. 


Sm JOHN GORST said they would be 
protected during the winter. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT submitted that 
they would not be under the clause as it 
stood at present. The case was one 
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be able to throw some light upon the 
question, and, at a later stage, it might 
be possible to frame some clause upon 
the principle of that Section to give relief 
in this case. If the Amendment was 
ressed to a division, he should supportit, 
bre when these cases arose they 
showed how far the Conscience Clause 
really went. He hoped that before the 
Bill assumed its final shape, something 
would be done to remedy this evil. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said if the Government 
would, by some alteration of the word- 
ing, place boarders and day and even- 
ing scholars on exactly the same 
footing with regard to day religious 
instruction, the difficulty would be to 
some extent met. It was clearly unfair 
that because a scholar happened to bea 
boarder he or she should be obliged to 
attend for religious instruction, when 
another scholar who happened to be a 
day scholar was under no obligation to 
attend. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS recognised 


which would press very hardly upon) 


; f vj t di 
rural scholars. The Vice-President said | po Mage acto pp difieulty ? 


let them go somewhere else; that, NO/the matter, but insisted that they 


doubt, would be easy enough to do in a 
town, but in the rural districts there was 
no other school to go to. Why should 
not a man who had peculiar religious 
views have this protection given to his 
children? He was quite at a loss to 
understand why a distinction should be 
drawn between day scholars and 
boarders. 


that this was a point which had arisen 
when the first Endowed Schools Act 
was discussed in Parliament, and there 
was no doubt at all that, although, asthe 


Vice-President had said, the number of |to-e pestioular kool, and there niall 


these cases was relatively few, cases 
might occasionally be met with where 
there was considerable hardship. It was 
hard to suggest the exact way out of this 
difficulty, but the framers of the Endowed 
Schools Act dealt with it by means of 
the 16th Section of that Act. His 
experience was not sufficient to say how 
far the 16th Section had been successful 
in dealing with it, but possibly the Vice- 
President, or the hon. Gentleman repre- 
senting the Charity Commissioners, might 


| 


were creating here what would no 
doubt be a disability on some parents. 
They were in a morass, and would re- 
main there so long as they allowed these 
formularies to be taught in schools which 
were rate-aided schools, which schools 
might be the only schools, or, at all 
events, the only convenient schools, to 


| which a man could send his children. 
Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said | 





He supported the Amendment. 


*Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) also 
supported the Amendment. He said there 
were a hundred reasons which might be 
suggested for a parent sending his boy 


be extreme cases when it was desira 
that a boy should be a boarder in & 
school in the same town in which his 
father lived, though those cases were éX- 
tremely rare. He did not think the 
right hon. Gentleman could point to 
any case under the Welsh Act which did 
not work well, and he thought the 
acceptance of this Amendment would 
sevehvs no practical difficulty whatever 
in working. 





« 
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*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh)| Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, Keighley) 
hoped the First Lordof theTreasury would | asked what would be the effect of this 
see his way to make some concession on | Amendment upon those schools which 
this point. It was acaseof real hardship| had been recognised and which had 
which should receive some consideration. | already the Conscience Clause under 
He urged that these schools should be | the Endowed Schools Act. 
placed in as good a position now with | 


reference to religious teaching as they | P 
ware by the Endowed Schools Ast of! soci reorganised under the Endowod 
g069. By thie Act qf 1869, it was ox Schools Provisions of the Charity Com- 


pressly laid down that when a parent |~”. 
or guardian wished a child to be exempted | ~— — me be ra tg by yr 
from religious instruction in an endowed | er . = a0 a pe se 
school, and the governing body of the | S®™° POSRCSSanE eee: Cae Repeeen. oe 


school were unwilling that that should | ‘hey now had. 

be done, it should be the duty of the, 

governing body to make proper pro-| Mr. GEORGE WHITE said, in answer 
vision for the attendance and exemption | to the appeal of the right hon. Gentle- 
of such child as a day scholar. | man, he was quite prepared not to divide 
That was done with regard to schools the Committee upon this question if the 
where there was no question of a con-|right hon. Gentleman would meet him 
tribution of public money. Here they | upon the matter. He thought, however, 
were aiding with public money denomi- | there was a great evil to be remedied, 
national schools, and they did not even | and if the right hon. Gentleman could 
give Dissenting parents the same protec- | not see his way to meet him, he had no- 
tion as was given by the Endowed | alternative but to go to a division. 
Schools age of 1869. It was neither | 

reasonable nor defensible that the Dis- : 

senting parent should not be protected Gr Sen ae 

to this extent, and an Amendment might | 

easily be framed which would mitigate) The Committee divided ;—Ayes, 28; ; 
the serious evil. | Noes, 126. (Division List No. 273.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork, NE , Bond, Edward Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. | Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Cox, Irwin Edward Baint.ridge 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte _ Bousfield, William Rober | Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex Crossley, Sir Savile 


Allbusen,AugustusH’nryEden | Brassey, Albert Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Ambrose, Robert | Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Anson, Sir William Reyne!l Brotherton, Edward Allen | Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chath’m 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. | Delany, William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Bull, William James | Dickson, Charies Scott 

Bailey, James (Walworth) | Butcher, John George Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Digby, John K. D. Wingftield- 
Baird, John George Alexander | Carew, James Lawrence | Dillon, John 2 ; 
Balcarres, Lord | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Dixon-Hartland,SirFr’dDixon 
Baldwin, Alfred | Carvill, PatrickGeo.Hamilton | Donelan, Sa A. 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. | Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire | Doogan, P. q 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Doughty, George 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r) | Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Banbury, Frederick George | Charrington, Spencer , Duke, Henry Edward 

Bartley, George C. T. Churchill, Winston Spencer | Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Clive, Captain Percy A. | Egerton, Hon. A. de ‘Tatton 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | E liot, Hon A. Ralph Douglas 
Beckett, Ernest William | Coddington, Sir William | Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Bentinck, Lord Heury C. | Coghill, Douglas Harry | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Beresiord,L’rdCharles William | Cobeo, Benjawin Louis | Faber, George Denison, York 
Bignold, Arthur Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Fardell, Sir T. George 
Bigwood, James Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Bill, Charles | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Fergusson,Rt.Hn. SirJ (Manc'r 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Compton, Lord Alwyne | Finch, yey H. 

Boland, John | Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas _| ‘Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
Fi-on, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edwd. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
ower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Garfit, Wilham 
‘Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon,Hn. J. #.(Elgin& Nairn 
4;ordon,MajEvans-(‘I’rH’mlt’s 
‘Gore, Hn.G RC. Ormsby-(Salop 
‘Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
‘Goschen, Hn. GeorgeJoachim 
Greene,SirE W (B’ryS#dm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymoud-(Cambs. ) 
‘Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords, N. W. 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hn JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex 
Kennevy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop.) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, I.ieut.-General 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, Wm. F, (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lee Arthur H(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lewellyn, Evan Henry 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bay ley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
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| Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesh’m 
| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinb’gh, W. 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriesh’re 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Meysey-Thompson. Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 
| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murphy John 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. ange 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 
| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien,Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
| O'Malley, William 
| O’Mara, James 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| O’Shee, James John 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Holland, Sir William Henry | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 


(6.8.) Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) said that a teacher, in order to 
secure a position in an elementary school, 
had often to undertake certain duties 
which were not compatible with those of 
the teaching profession, and which 
certainly ought not to be allowed to be 
made a condition of service. The object 
of the Amendment he was about to 
move was to prevent a similar practice 
obtaining in connection with secondary 
schools. He quoted advertisements from 
the Schoolmaster in which such qualifica- 
tions as the possession of a good bass 
voice and ability to play the harmonium 
or organ were required in candidates for 
the positions offered. 


Sm JOHN GORST pointed out that 
the remarks of the hon. Member applied 
to elementary schools. 


. 
Mr. MANSFIELD feared that, unless 


his‘Amendment were accepted, a similar 
state of things would arise in connection 
with secondary schools. The employ- 
ment of a teacher should depend upon 


| —Mr. George White and 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


| his capacity as a teacher, not upon his 
| ability to play the harmonium or organ, 
to clean the windows of the church, or 
to look after a pony. Under such con- 
ditions the best men did not get the best 
places, and the education of the nation 


suffered. If the Church required these 
other services to be performed, she should 
be willing to pay for them in a proper 
way to a proper person. It might be 
argued that it would be difficult to- 
enforce the Amendment. The Committee 
ought not to trouble about that ; their 
first duty was to protect the teacher and 
enable him to discharge the duties for 
which he was trained by the State, 
without having these subsidiary engage- 
ments tacked on as conditions of service. 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 20, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘No -teacher shall be required, as a 
condition of his or her employment, to attend, 
or abstain from attending, any Sunday school 
| or place of worship, or perform any duties other 
than those pertaining to education.’”—(Mr. 

Mansfield.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 


be there inserted.” | 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. | 
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what was secondary education, since the 
appearance of Mr. Cockerton with hig 
magic wand. So many schools which 
were formerly considered elementa 

were now considered secondary, that 


Member had imported a controversy 
frum the sphere of primary education, | he was not sure that the grievances 
where it might perhaps exist, into the covered by the Amendment might not 
sphere of secondary education, where, he | arise, though he quite agreed that up 
ventured to say, it had never been heard | to the present there had been no cause 
of. The hon. Member had not brought of complaint. Take, for instance, the 
forward a single case from a secondary higher grade schools. They sprang up 
school where any grievance existed of the | in urban districts and large towns, and 
character he desired to expose. There | very often they would be connected with 
were plenty of secondary schools carrying the parish, and the incumbent might 
on their operations under the public eye, think that he would be able to get the 
and if there had been any likelihood of | type of teacher he wanted in connection 
such a grievance developing, it would | with the higher grade schools ; and under 
surely have developed ere now; but those circumstances he could imagine 
never did he hear any complaint of the | conditions of that kind being imposed. 
kind alluded to. Apart from that, even if! It was only within the last year or so 
the grievance existed, the words of the | that this grievance could have arisen. 
Amendment were not such asthe Govern- | This Amendment was a reasonable one, 
ment could accept, because they would and he did not see why the Committee 
prevent a master from teaching in a school should not agree to it. The right hon. 
on Sunday. Why should he not teach on | Gentleman said that his hon. friend's 
Sunday? In noschoolthat he had atten-| Amendment dealt with another part of 
ded was he so fortunate or unfortunate the Bill, and perhaps it would have been 
as to escape lessons on Sundays. better if these points had been raised 


He had heard of secondary school | separately. The teaching in the Sunday 
teachers having been engaged because! schools raised a different kind of ques- 
of their athletic as well as their scholastic | tion whether it ought to be settled in 


-qualifications. Athletics were perhaps | this way or not. It certainly ought to 
being carried to excess in education, | be settled on different grounds. It was 
but their pursuit was a thing which quite true that in many kinds of second- 
those who had been watching the trend | ary schools Scripture lessons were given 
of opinion on the Continent, at least,|on Sundays, but then they were not 
would not venture to despise; and he! Sunday schools, but part of boarding 
should be sorry that no such qualifica-| establishments. The teaching of lessons 
tion should be taken into account in on Sunday at a school like Harrow was 
engaging secondary teachers. But the| not a Sunday school in the ordinary 
main grievance mentioned by the mover | acceptance of the term, but it was part 
of the Amendment could not possibly | of the usual programme of education 
arise. Who had ever heard of a second-| carried out on Sundays as well as week 
ary teacher being engaged to play the | days, and it would not be covered by his 
organ? The grievance complained of | hon. friend’s Amendment. The right 
had reference to a wholly different state hon. Gentleman objected to restricting 
of things, and, while he did not deny that teachers from performing other duties 
this contention might be relevant to | besides those appertaining to education. 
another part of the Bill, he ventured to, This was an extraordinary instance of 
suggest that it was not relevant to this the new development which education 
clause. had taken, and nowadays it appeared to 
: _ bea greater recommendation, in applying 
Mr. BRYCE said that he should be) fo, an assistant mastership, if the candi- 
disposed to agree with the right hon. | , i 
Gentleman that it was not relevant, had | date we 6 good cricketer or footbal - 
it not been for the great change recently | than if he were merely first in classics. 
introduced into the popular conception | He did not think that overcame his hon. 
of what was elementary education and | friend’s objection, because he understood 
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that coaching in cricket and other rec- 
reation, and giving the boys encourage- 
ment for playing games was now con- 
ddered as part of their education. 
Although the grievance might not be one 
which they had had experience of in the 
past, it was one which would probably 
arise, and his hon. friend was quite 
right in bringing the matter before the 
Committee. 


*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) said he had a similar Amend- 
ment lower down on the Paper. He 
thought the First Lord of the Treasury 
rather minimised the difficulties that 
were likely to arise, for there was a 
large number of teachers in various parts 
of the country who believed that trouble 
would arise, and that they would be called 
upon to perform duties for which they 
were not paid. He thought the First Lord 
might apply the | oe “Six days shalt 
thou labour, and the seventh day rest.” 
With regard to secondary and technical 
education, he could see noreason why the 
First Lord of the Treasury should not 
accept such an Amendment, which would 
not impose hardship upon anybody. He 
was perfectly certain difficulty would 


arise unless they had some such safeguard 
as was provided by the Amendment. 
The First Lord spoke of the teaching in 
boarding schools being the same as in 
Sunday schools, but he hardly thought 
the Amendment would necessitate any 
relinquishment of teaching in boarding 


schools. He earnestly hoped the First 
Lord would accept the Amendment and 
afford the teachers of the country the 
safeguards ‘they were entitled to, and 
which they so much desired. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said he was sorry that none of those 
hon. Members representing the school- 
master element were present to speak up 
for the grievances which undoubtedly 
existed amongst that body of men. He 
knew that schoolmasters dreaded more 
than anything else the imposition of these 
extra pieces of work given to them in 
denominational schools. It should be 
made absolutely clear in the Bill that 
when teachers were engaged it should 
be for their teaching only, and the im- 
position of other duties should be made 
quite impossible. It was a notorious 
fact amongst those who took interest in 
educational work that the inferiority of 
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the teachers in denominational schools 
was due to the fact that the best teachers 
greatly preferred the board schools, be- 
cause these extra duties were not im- 
posed upon them. Therefore the best 
men went into the board schools, and the 
denominational schools had to take the 
leavings of the profession instead of the 
picked men. It was extremely hard upon 
a man after teaching all through the 
week that he should be asked to work 
on the seventh day. Six days’ work 
was enough for anybody, and it was most 
unfair that they should have these extra 
tasks thrown upon them. He trusted 
that the Leader of the House would 
accept this Amendment. 


* Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (York- 
shire, Holmfirth) spoke of numerous 
complaints from teachers. (Quite recently 
he had had a long letter from a school- 
master, who authorised him to state his 
name if necessary,.in which he com- 
plained in the most grievous manner, 
and cited all the parishes round in which 
this difficulty was constantly raised, and 
in which denominational school teachers 
suffered the greatest possible hardships 
as compared with board school teachers. 
This man was obliged to constantly 
play the organ, and he had never had 
one Sunday off for twelve years, and 
for all this he got £10 per year. He 
thought they should have some assur- 
ance in the Bill that this persecution 
should not be extended to the schools 
they were dealing with. If there was 
no fear about it, this Amendment would 
do no harm, and the teachers would be 
protected against the disabilities which 
they laboured under. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
First Lord of the Treasury had objected 
to this Amendment on the ground that 
it might apply to elementary education 
but not to secondary education. He 
wished to point out that by this very 
Bill he was transferring from primary 
to secondary education a large number 
of schools which would be governed by 
this clause. The whole of the higher- 
grade schools would be affected, and it 
was not at all an unusual thing that in 
districts where voluntary — schools 
covered the whole field of elementary 
education, the voluntary school managers 
ran higher-grade schools as well as 
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strictly elementary schools, so that there 
was already existing, the moment this 
Bill was passed, large spheres in which 
teachers would require the protection of 
this Amendment. That, he thought, 
removed one of the main grounds on 
which the First Lord had declined to 
accept this Amendment; on the larger 
ground he would appeal to him that it 
was not good for the teachers or the 
managers of theschools that they should 
have the power to require certain other 
duties from a teacher different trom the 
educational function that he was really 
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(6.35.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE agreed 
that probably at the present moment 
this was not a grievance of any practical 
importance; but the Bill changed the 
whole situation. It was setting up a 
system of State-aided secondary educa- 
tion substantially for the first time 
That system would develop and grow 
until probably secondary education would 
be aided to the same extent as primary 
education was at the present moment, 
What was the situation with regard to 

rimary education when we had the old 

ucation Acts? Even sectarian schools 





supposed to perform. It was really in| were aided to some extent, just as the 
effect the Truck Act under another | secondary schools were now. The grants 

uise. There was nothing that that! by the State were comparatively trivial ; 
Gams had been more careful about in| they were just little aids to help them 
its legislation than to see that the Truck | along. That was exactly the case now 
Act was not avoided. He yielded tono| with regard to secondary education. 
man in his estimation of the importance | The bulk of the expense came out of 
of having the best men in the teaching | denominational endowments, subscrip- 
profession, which he considered was the | tions, and fees, and it was only a com- 
highest of all, but, nevertheless, there | paratively small amount that came out 
remained in this profession an anomaiy of the pocket of the State. Now the 
which long ago they had driven out primary schools were maintained almost 
of every other form of employment. exclusively by the State, and that was 
They were imposing a test which was in what would happen with the secondary 
Year by year the propor- 


some ways worse than a religious test. | schools. 
He knew many cases where teachers had | tion from the State would increase, 
left Church schools because they would | and the proportion out of the pockets of 
have greater freedom in the public | the denominations would grow less and 
schools. Theycouldnotsubmittothe petty less. They ought to introduce proper 
tyranny which was carried on in the way, | principles at the start. There was 


very often, of imposing on them duties 
which were extraneous to their school 
work. 


*Smrrk JOSEPH LEESE said this was 
really a matter of contract. The con- 
tract of the teacher was to teach, not to 
attend church and Sunday school. He 
therefore thought the teachers should 
receive legal protection in this matter. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said a clause of this kind would 
not be necessary in secondary schools. 
. There was no reason to fear that it would 
interfere with the work of the secondary 
schools as they at present existed. He 
suggested that the First Lord of the 
Treasury might accept an Amendment 
which stood lower down on the Paper 
in the name of the Member for Halifax, 
to the effect that no teacher should be 
required, as a condition of his employ- 
mee to make a declaration of religious 

ief. 


Mr, Whitley. 


nothing to prevent a private venture 
‘school being converted into a 
|higher-grade school under this Bill. 
| What did that mean? Three-fourths of 
| the expenditure of the school Would come 
out of the funds of the State. The 
right hon. Gentleman forgot that a large 
sum was for the first time to be devoted 
by the State to secondary education in 
this country. He thought, therefore, 
they were entitled to ask for the pro- 
tection of teachers in schools which 
would really become State schools, He 
knew of cases in primary schools in. 
which the teacher, as a condition of his 
employment, had to engage himself to 
play the organ on Sunday and teach 
in the Sunday school, and became 
practically church secretary or a kind of 
under curate. That was_ perfectly 
unfair to the teacher himself. He had 
received a letter from a teacher, who 
mentioned the circumstances in con- 
nection with two adjoining parishes. 
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In one parish there was a board school, 


‘gnd the teacher was perfectly free on 


Saturday and Sunday. The organist 
there, not the teacher, was engaged 
at a salary of £90 a year. The 
teacher was perfectly free to recruit 
himself, in order that he might bring a 
fresh mind to bear on the work of 
teaching the children on Monday. 
What about the adjoining voluntary 
school? There the teacher was a poor 
drudge. On Saturday he had to pre- 
pare the work for the Sunday—he had 
to consult the parson and the parson’s 
wife as to the work for Sunday, he had 
to train the church choir, and on 
Sunday he had to play the organ. He 
got £5 for the job—that was for the 
work in respect of which the other man 
got £90 a year. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): Hear, 
hear ! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE wondered 
whether the hon. Gentleman opposite 
would care to work for that sum. Was 
that the principle on which he entered into 
the great “combine” with the Americans? 
He did not think the hon. Gentleman’s 
views were so small as tothe remunera- 
tion he should receive there. Probably 
the hon. Member would defend 
that on the ground of freedom of con- 
tract. Why should not these poor 
teachers be in a position to make their 
bargain for themselves ? 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I would remind 
the hon. Member that the question of 
teachers in elementary schools is not 
before the Committee at all. The hon. 
Member seems to be going rather far 
from the Amendment now before the 
Committee. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE begged pardon. 
What he was pointing out was that what 
was formerly primary education was 
transferred to this part of the Bill, and 
the cost to the State would be £200,000 
or £300,000 a year. [An Hon. MempeEr: 
£500,000.] He was understating his 
case, as he generally did. 


Sirk JOHN GORST: That is not 
correct. 


VOL. CX. {FourtH Serres, } 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE did not think 
figures really mattered. The great thing 
was that important branches of educa- 
tion which were formerly characterised 
as elementary, were transferred now to 
secondary education. What he con- 
tended was that a system which had 
been allowed hitherto in connection with 
primary education ought not to be 
imposed in regard to secondary educa- 
tion in future. He was simply giving a 
case. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Is the case 
which the hon. Member refers to that 
of a teacher in a higher-grade schoolj or 
a continuation school ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE believed it was 
a secondary school, butjhe could not say 
at the present moment. He was very 
much obliged to the right hon. Gentle- 
man for straightening his argument on 
that point. It might happen in the 
future that a teacher in a higher grade 
or evening continuation school, both of 
which were transferred by the Bill to 
the domain of secondary education, 
might be called upon to perform duties 
similar to those he had described as a 
condition of his employment. If‘ the 
right hon. Gentleman said that no such 
case now existed, would he have any 
objection to preventing a case of the 
kind occurring. in the future? He 
understvod that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had no objection on principle 
to preventing conditions of that kind 
being imported into contracts in the 
appointment of teachers. 


Mr. BALFOUR: I have the strongest 
objection to this Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
was putting the matter on a totally 
different ground. He had understood 
that the right hon. Gentleman objected 
to the Amendment as superfluous, but 
now it appeared that the right hon. 
Gentleman challenged it on the ground of 
principle. Well, then, on the question of 
principle he maintained that it was 
unfair to ask teachers to devote them-. 
selves to anything as a matter of con- 
tract and engagement other than school 
work, and to compel them to do any- 
thing outside their educational labours. 


28° 
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The right hon. Gentleman said, suppos- 
ing that in engaging a teacher the 
condition was imposed that they were to 
partake in the athletics of the school. 
But, as his right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Aberdeen had shown, athletics 
was a part of education. That was our 
English system, which the Germans were 
always pointing to; and which, they 
argued, should be copied in Germany 
from English practice. Athletics were 
a part of both secondary and primary 
education in this country, so that the 
right hon. Gentleman’s argument fell to 
the ground. But there was another 
reason why athletics did not form an 
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analogous case. A master engaged in 
the athletic field on a Saturday afternoon 
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men in Holy Orders. It was an ob , 
noxious and undignified rule that the 
masters in these schools’had to put on the 
livery of another profession before they 
could get on intheir own. The denomi- 
national test went almost further in the 
secondary than in the primary schools, 
It extended to the ushers, house-masters, 
and second masters, who were required 
to be members of the Church of Eng. 
land. They might not be required to 
take Holy Orders in the Anglican 
Church, but they must go to church; 
it might not be to Sunday school, but 
to the Sunday morning lectures on 
theology. It was against the extension 
of that principle which this Amendment 
was directed. Proposals have been 


was indulging in a healthful recreation ; | made for the development of secondary 
he was improving his own health, and | education in rural districts, by adding 
it made him all the better in mind for|in primary schools what was called a 


the discharge of his scholastic duties. 
But if they compelled him to play the 
organ, to train the church choir, to 


“secondary top.” That system had been 
adopted in the north of Scotland with 
great success, especially in Aberdeenshire 


teach in the Sunday school, and organise | and Banffshire. It followed that the 
all the church service, he was perfectly | head master was head master of both the 
worthless by the Sunday evening, his | schools—the primary and the “ secondary 
energies being depleted. It was their | top.” Now, in England many of the 
business to get a good sound system of primary schools might be denominational 
secondary education, and not to get a|schools—Anglican, Roman Catholic, or 
good organist for the Anglican parish | Wesleyan, and as it was desirable that 
church. It was for that reason that|the head master of the one branch 


he supported very strongly the Amend- | should be head master of the other, the 


ment of his hon. friend. danger might arise that the head master 


| would be required to take part in 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) rose | 


to continue the discussion, when—— | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his | 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the | 
Question be now put ;” but the Chair- | 
man withheld his assent, and declined 
then to put that Question. 


Question again proposed. 


*Mr. YOXALI said he hoped that the 
First Lord of the Treasury would not 
think that the case for this Amendment 
depended entirely on what took place in 
primary schools. He wished to point 
out to the Committee that the matter 
went further, and that the Amendment 
was perfectly related to the case of 
secondary schools. In the majority of 
the great public schools and principal 





grammar schools, the head masters were 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Anglican denominational practices. That 
was a circumstance which deserved the 
consideration of the Committee. 


Mr. HUGH SMITH (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) said he could not allow the 
statement of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs to pass without pro- 
test. For the last twenty years he had 
been intimately connected with a large 
secondary school in his district. That 
school had three sources of income—the 
fees paid by the pupils, the whisky 
money grant, and the grant from 
Imperial sources, which, taken together, 
paid the whole expenses of the school, and 
not a single penny came out of the purse 
of the people of the district. He believed 
that if all secondary schools were esta 
blished on that basis, there would be 
no necessity for a subsidy from the de 


nominational sources. 
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He quite agreed that the best of the 
secondary school teachers would not 
require to be protected by an Amendment 
of this kind, they would resist any attempt 
to place these duties on them, but there 
were people now in the elementary schools 
who had been compelled to undertake 
these extraneous duties in the past, and 
he did not think this Amendment did 
anything more than guard against thin, 

which might Sipe in ower paar 
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secondary schools when they came to 
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receive State aid. He could not under- 
stand why the Amendment was not ac- 
cepted, as it could do no harm ; iv violated 


no principles of hon. Members opposite, 


and that being so, he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept it. 


(7.13.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 125; 
Noes, 269. (Division List No. 274.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda , Grant, Corrie 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Griffith, Ellis J. 


Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Harwood, George 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
r, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
| Heime, Norval Watson 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Joicey, Sir James 
Jones DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
| Jones Wiliiam(Carnarvonshire 
Lambert George 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 


Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


| Ha 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bart, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North | Lough, Thomas 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 


Leng, Sir John 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Rus-ell 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Ro s, John H. Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C R. (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomas, J A(Glamorg’n, Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Mather, Sir William 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ailhusen, AugustusH’ nry Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
—— ht, Jobn Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Mr. Moss. 


| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
| Mor; 
| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moss, Samuel 

| Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Norman, Heury 

| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 


Pirie, | ewes V. 
| Price, Robert John 


NOES. 


| Bailey, James (Walworth) 

| Bain, Colonel James Robert 

| Baird, John George Alexandeér 
| Balearres, Lord 

' Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 


| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour RtLinGeraldW (Leeds 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


| Bartley, George C. T. 


Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willisms, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hu!l,W. 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
WoodhouseSirJT.(Huddersfi'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 








TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Mansfield and Mr. 
Levy. 


| Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
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Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Charrington, Spencer 
‘Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Char. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
ox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cressley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
igby, Johu K. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
> Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
ke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliott, Hon. A.RalphDouglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fardell, Sir'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ (Mane’r 
Finch, George H, 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
4ordon,HnJ. E. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hn G RC Ormsby- (Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Linc. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
‘Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
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Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld G(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(>hetffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent, F’versh’m 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hntton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Uol.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
aig Hon.J.Secott(Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’ w 
Morrell,George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H A (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Marphy, John 





Bill. 1146 


. Murray, RtHnA Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. ween | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bat 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
ee a 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpont, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 


Seely, Maj J E B(Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirCEH(Sheftield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
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Whiteley,H(Ashton-und.Lyne | Wilson, John (G) w) Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Williams, RtHnJPowell-(Birm | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath | Young, Samuel 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm Younger, William 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 
Willox, Sir John Archibald Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wills, Sir Frederick Wylie, Alexander 

Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R. | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


put the Amendment which he now pro-| received very striking confirmation in 
to move upon the Paper, he had in| the case of the King’s College tests, 

is mind the particular case of King’s | These tests, against which many Members 
College. Since then, however, a great | of the House had been agitating for a 
change had taken place, which had in his | long period, had at last been removed, 
opinion strengthened the reasons for the on the definite ground that King’s 
Amendment. For a long time protests | College was going now to take its place 
had been raised against teachers being | under a system of national second- 
required to make a declaration of religious | ary education, and it was just on these 
belief as a condition precedent to their | very grounds that he made the plea for 
employment. Since the short debate | tno’ Amendment that stood in his name. 


which took place on the Estimate for the | ‘ 
grant to ; | It was very necessary, if the scheme 


Mr. WHITLEY said that when he was placed on the Paper its purport had 


ing’s College, the announce-| which this Bill propounded was to be 
ment had been made that the governing la real national ms a of secondary 
'education, that these tests, which had 
long been out of date, should at once 
/and for all be removed while they were 
dealing this question. In the case of 
King’s College the tests were applied to 
‘every teacher, whatever subject he 
wished to teach in the scheme of that 
college. They had been removed now 
| by the action of the governors of that 
college in every department except that 
of theology, and he would point out that 
'they were not requiring that in the case 
'of a college or school which was of a 
‘distinctly Anglican character they 
should not make such inquiries as they 
'might think necessary in order that 
their theology teaching might be of that 
|stamp which that college had been 
created to teach. But that, even if his 
'Amendment were carried, would be 
legitimately within the power of the 
| governors of such a school or college. 
What he asked the Committee to declare 
| was that these tests were pernicious in 
|themselves. Tests of this kind, which 
| were a premium on dishonesty, which 
| discouraged the conscientious man and 
‘encouraged hypocrisy, should of all 
| things be the very last that they should 


body had, of their own accord, almost 
unanimously agreed to do away with the 
tests which had been so long the rule in 
that college, on the ground that the 
college was now playing a more important 
part in a new system of university educa- 
tion. This reason was peculiarly applic- 
able in the case of the present education 
scheme. These tests did not achieve 
their object. The noble Member for 
Greenwich had spoken of excluding the 
foreign element from these colleges, but 
by putting on these tests they simply 
put a premium on hypocrisy. The 
majority of men were not born to be 
martyrs, and many men, rather than see 
their hopes of a profession dashed to the 
ground, subscribed to a formula which 
they did not believe in the least. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION ae Tae AND WALES) 


Considered in Committee— 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 4 :— 


(9.0.) Mr. WHITLEY, resuming his 
speech, said that since the Amendment 


| provide for or encourage when they were 
|formulating a great new scheme of 
| secondary education. 
ane were an encouragement to insin- 


Tests in such 


\cerity, and they had the worst 
| possible effect on the teacher at the out- 
set of his professional career and on the 
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pupils. In some minds they produced 
the habit of thought termed Jesuitry, 
and in others free-thinking; they acted 
asa discouragement to the conscientious 
man; they encouraged hyprocrisy. He 
was glad to think that there were not 
many colleges where tests obtained, and 
opportunity should be taken on the 
initiation of this great national reform 
to deal a final blow at the system. He 
trusted that the Government would see 
their way to follow the example of the 
governors of King’s College, and in the 
foundation of this great new scheme of 
secondary education clear away once 
and for all the mere possibility of the 
imposition of these tests as a condition 
of the appointment of teachers in our 
secondary schools. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 20, after the word ‘ and,’ to 
insert the words, ‘no teacher shall, as a condi- 
tion of employment, be required to make a 
declaration of religious belief.’”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Sr JOHN GORST said that the 
hon. Member had delivered an interesting 
address on the subject of religious tests, 
and probably the great majority of Mem- 
bers present shared his view. Certainly 
he would not attempt todefend thesystem. 
But the question for the Committee was 
not whether they approved or disapproved 
of such tests, but whether it was ex- 
pedient to insert in this part of the Bill 
4 provision that no college subjecting its 
teachers to such tests should receive 
assistance from public funds. He should 
have thought that the example of King’s 
College was a strong argument in favour 
of letting things alone and trusting, not 
toa provision in an Act of Parliament, 
but to the general good sense of govern- 
ing bodies and the progress of enlighten- 
ment as a sufficient force to secure the 

ppearance of all such tests. It 
was clearly not an inconvenience which 
appeared to him to require the interven- 
tion of Parliament at all. If the Amend- 
ment were passed, it would cut off from 
aid institutions which were doing ex- 
cellent educational work. He might 
instance the case of a Roman Catholic 
Institution, the students in which 
Were subjected to extremely rigid tests, 
and had to take solemn vows. The body 


{8 JuLy 1902} 





Bill. 1150 


to which he referred had a most excellent 
secondary school, attended by Protestants 
as well as Catholics. The Technical 
Instruction Board of the London County 
Council had provided it with the means 
of establishing a chemical laboratory, 
and good work was, being done by it. 
Was it desirable to put a stop to work of 
that kind? On the ground, first, that 
the system of tests was generally a system 
which was dying out and did not require 
to be killed by an Act of Parliament, 
and, secondly, because there were cases 
in which, notwithstanding the existence 
of religious tests, it was most desirable to 
promote the spread of real secular educa- 
tion by means of persons who were sub- 
ject to such tests, he hoped the hon. 
Member would not persist in his Amend- 
ment. and if he did, that the Committee 
would support the Government in re- 
sisting it. 

Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (North- 
amptonshire, Mid) said he wished to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
on his declaration’ that he was in 
favour of the abolition, or at least of 
the reduction, of religious tests. 


Sirk JOHN GORST: I did not say 
that. What I said was that I was not 
in favour of religious tests, but that I 
thought it was a pity to make an 
attempt to abolish them, as they are 
dying out of their own accord. 


Mr. ROBERT SPENCER said that at 
any rate the right bon. Gentleman was 
not in favour of religious tests, and he 
was glad to think that the Minister for 
Education in that House was aware 
that they were dying out of their own 
accord. No doubt the governing bodies 
of many institutions did display good 
sense and toleration, but speaking for 
himself, he thought it was the duty 
of that House to safeguard, as far as 
legislation could safeguard, any test 
from being imposed on members of the 
community who might not profess the 
same religious views as some of the 
governing bodies. Religious tests were 
an anachronism which ought to be 
done away with. He trusted that the 
Amendment would be pressed, and that 
the right hon. Gentleman in his in- 
dividual capacity would go into the 
lobby in support of it. 
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Mr. TREVELYAN said that, taking 
the country all over, probably the feeling 
against religious tests was rapidly grow- 
ing,- and what they were asking the 
Conimittee to do was to use Parliamen- 
tary power to hasten the tendency which 
practically everybody agreed was desir- 
able. A generation ago nobody would 
have dreamt of appointing as head 
master of a public school any one who 
was not a clergyman, but now a very 
different view prevailed. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON deplored the 
attitude taken up by the Vice President 
in suggesting it was not the business 
of Parliament to express approval or 
disapproval of religious tests. Unfor- 
tunately the Bill, if passed in its present 
form, would stamp their approval of 
such tests, and he thought it was really 
regrettable, when they were trying 
to put their secondary education on 
a satisfactory basis, that this system 
of tests should be allowed to continue. 
Schools which insisted on retaining such 
tests for their masters ought not to 
receive financial support from public 
funds. No doubt if they were left to 
chance such tests would die out, but this 
Clause declined to leave them to chance. 
Although this might be a direction or 
merely a piece of advice, it was extremely 
mandatory in its terms, and no Town 
Council could fail to consider the word- 
ing of the sub-section. It was an extra- 
ordinary thing that while the new and 
the old universities had gradually 
abolished these tests, the Committee 
should be asked, when overhauling the 
secondary education system of the 
country, to pass this provision. 


(9.32.) Mr. 
sey) said the speech of the Vice 
President was characteristic of most of 
his deliverances upon education: he was 
in favour of the principles advocated by 
the Opposition, but he always voted 
against them. So far as the right hon. 
Gentleman was personally concerned, he 
was in favour of the abolition of tests ; 
here was an opportunity to give practical 
effect to that view. The Amendment 
was said to be unnecessary because the 
tests were dying a natural death. The 
object of the Amendment was to give 
them the happy despatch, and ought, 
therefore, to Q supported by those who 
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favoured the abolition of tests. Every 
denominational school or college was at 
liberty to impose any tests it pleased 
upon its teachers or pupils as long as it 
was carried on exclusively out of the 
funds of that denomination, but the 
moment State aid was accepted it lost the 
privilege of denominationalism and ought 
to open its doors freely to every citizen 
of the country.. Oxford and Cambridge 
were open to Nonconformists ; why not 
the secondary schools? This was a 
matter which might very well be settled 
apart from Party issues, and he felt con- 
fident that if the First Lord would allow 
the Committee a free hand the Amend- 
ment would be carried. What would the 
Vice President or the Duke of Devon- 
shire say if they had to sign a declar- 
ation of religious belief before taking 
office? But while those two great men 
were free from theological restrictions, a 
teacher in one of these schools would be 
bound to say that he believed in this, 
that, or the other, before he could secure 
his position. That was a gross ‘injustice, 
and he hoped the Committee would take 
this opportunity of removing it. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said the Committee had heard the view 
of the Vice President on this point, and it 
was now time for them to hear what the 
First Lord thought on the matter. The 
debate had proceeded mainly on two points. 
It had been urged that when these schools 
eame forward for an additional amount of 
State aid, it was only fair that that aid 
should be conditional upon no religious 
tests being imposed upon teachers. To 
that no answer had been given. The 
second point was even more important, 
and would appeal to those who had had 
experience of this question in the univer- 
sities. The great objectioh to these 
tests was that they were absolutely use- 
less for the purpose for which they were 
intended. He could cite the highest 
authority in his own. university in 
support of that statement. Such tests 
seaaiedd insincere professions of belief 
in men in whom sincerity was the first 
essential. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) ad- 
mitted that the assertion of the Vice 
President that this question of tests was 
a dying and diminishing one might have 
been true prior to the introduction of the 
present Bill, because many of the schools 
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were dying schools, and were being 
rushed out of existence by the superior 
intellectual teaching given in the higher 

e schools, to which many scholars 
were sent in preference to the secondary 
or grammar sc ools. Some of the higher 

e schools earned from 20 to 30 per 
cent. more in Government grants than 


| 


{8 JuLy 1902} 


Bill. 1154 


teach and fit' boys for the life of commerce 
or trade, and the burden of their song 
was that no educational certificate was 
required from their masters. Why should 
there not be imposed upon every school 
receiving aid from public funds the 
necessity of each master therein having 
a parchment certificate of efficiency ? 


| To satisfy a religious test was one of the 

_ | easiest things in the world fora man 
Sm JOHN GORST: They can obtain | with an elastic conscience. 

= only if they become Schools of 
nce. 


the grammar schools. 


There were 
| many men in the House of Commons, 
| as in every other Assembly, who, although 
: | they could pass a religious examination 

Mr. BROADHURST said that was | without difficulty, would be unable to pass 
exactly what numbers cj ag had done, |a higher grade examination. The religious 
.*. a chk heeeen examination in the institutions ought 
schools had materially improved their | to be abolished. 


own teaching capacity. Under this Bill | 
many of those dying institutions would | 
be resuscitated by public money, and | 
their influence revived. It was, there- | 


Mr. BROADHURST said that earlier 
fore, highly important that the Amend-| in the afternoon the First Lord delivered 
ment should be carried. 


Str JOHN GORST: There is none. 


|a Splendid lecture on the difference 
| between theory and practice. This test 
‘might not exist in the book, but it 
| certainly obtained in practice. Many of 
these ancient, rusty, and fossilised 
| grammar schools would be revived under 
this Bill; and, with them, all their bad 
old practices, and it was necessary to 
‘ensure that they should not have the 
opportunity of putting those practices 
into operation. 


Sir JOHN GORST: These grammar 
schools do not have tests. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he had never 
known a Nonconformist master of a 
mar school. Whether the test was 

y law or not, it existed, in so far as 
oly one particular religious section 
obtained the appointments. If an instance 
tothe contrary could be given, his case | 
would fall to the ground. *Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said that this was a very reasonable 
Amendment, and one which it was the 
duty of all who were opposed to sectarian 
| tests tosupport. . He thought the country 
| did not yet appreciate that one of the main 
_ objects of this Bill was to subsidise denomi- 
national middle-class schools all over 
the country. He did not agree that the 
practice of applying sectarian tests was 
quite as moribund as had been sug- 
'gested. An accomplished friend of his, 
who was the head master of one of 
| London’s most famous schools, and one 
| of the few who were laymen, had told him 
test of efficiency or fitness as regards that two of the tests or qualifications of 
teaching capacity? None of the masters, a modern head master were that he 
in these schools held certificates of must be in holy orders and slightly 
‘ficiency. The agitation of the Associ- bald. Another friend of his, a Balliol 
ation of Head Masters of recent years | scholar, who had failed to obtain a 
against the higher grade schools had’ head mastership, told him a few years 
been because the latter had beaten them | ago that he should enter holy orders 
iM open competition in their capacity to|in order to comply with the religious 


An Hon. MEMBER pointed out that 
at Newcastle-on-Tyne there was a 
Wesleyan head master of the grammar 
school. 


Mr. BROADHURST said that was 
the one swallow, but it did not makea 
summer; and that if an inquiry was 
made into the circumstances, probably 
good reasons would be found for the 
exception. Why should the possibility 
of a religious test be maintained in 
these institutions when there was no 
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tests im posed in these institutions. He did 
not think that was satisfactory for the 
progress of true religion in this country. 
The other day he noticed an advertise- 
ment froma little town to which the noble 
Lord the Member fer Greenwich had 
addressed his attention, the town of Sand- 
hurst. It was issued by a colonel, andit was 
stated in the advertisement that a head 
master was wanted who must be a ‘‘deter- 
mined Churchman.” He thought it was 
far better that these tests should not be 
imposed at all. They had in connection 
with the Wesleyan Methodist Church a 
large number of middleclass schools, 
and he might be asked, “‘ Do you propose 
that the great Methodist middle class 
schools at Folkestone, Canterbury, Har- 
rowgate, and elsewhere shall be relieved 
from any religious test?’’ He should 
be very glad indeed to remove those 
tests imposed on teachers in all the 
denominational schools of the Church 
to which he belonged. Probably, con- 
sideration might be paid—indeed, it would 
certainly be paid—tothe theological tenets 
of the applicants in the selection of teach- 
ers for the schools connected with his 
Church, but he preferred to have no 
tests, and even run the risk of having 
an Anglican head master or one con- 
nected with some other denomination. 
Having regard to the risks they would 
run of having the practice of imposing 
religious tests developed all through 
the country, he thought it far better 
that they should put on the face of the 
Bill a direct prohibition against exacting 
religious tests from head masters and 
other masters of public schools aided 
under this Clause. 


*(10.0.) Mr. LEVY said that the Vice 
President of the Council had, against 
all reason, decided not to accept the 
Amendment, and had given four 
reasons for so doing. The first reason 
adduced by the right hon. Gentleman 
was that religious tests were dying out. 
That proved that these tests were not 
in harmony with the wishes of the 
people, and was surely a reason why 
the Government should accept the 
Amendment. The second reason was 
that King’s College had abandoned tests. 
But why? Because there had been 
twenty-two yearsagitation, during which 
time the Member for Islington had 
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resigned his seat on the Council in cop- 
sequence of the Governors maintaini 

religious tests. Another reason ae 
vanced was that one institution ip 
London would be deprived of some 
benefit or aid or grant. That might 
be an injustice to one particular jn 
stitution, but, after all, was it not 
greater injustice to the great body of 
Nonconformists of this country that 
they should, for the purpose of main. 
taining aid to one institution, impose 
this test? Of the two evils, they 
should certainly choose the lesser. 
Auother reason advanced against the 
Amendment was that this was not the 
time or stage of the Bill to insert it. 
The self-same argument was used when 
the previous Amendment was before 
the House. These reasons, put forth by 
the Vice-President were arguments in 
favour of the Amendment, and, he sub 
mitted, went to show that the great 
majority of the people of this country, 
and, he believed, the majority of the 
House, were in favour of the Amendment. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) said that in his opinion these 
tests were absolutely contrary to public 
policy. The man who would subscribe to 
them would be of a feeble, vacillating char- 
acter, whereas the man who would stand 
out would be a man of firm and sterling 
character. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said there were two classes of schools 
which would be affected by this Amend- 
ment. First of all there were the old 
endowed schools, which were to a certain 
extent under public management from 
one point of view, and under private 
management from another point of view, 
and they were not established by the 
County Council. What was the position 
of those schools now? When his hon. 
friend the Member for Leicester stated 
that there were a great number of 
grammar schools where there were theo- 
logical tests, he was met with contradiction 
by several hon. Gentlemen opposite, but 
his hon. friend was perfectly right. There 
were many of these grammar schools 
where there were tests, and they were 
exempted from the Act of 1869, because 
the Liberal Government of that time was 
met with strong opposition, aud they had 





to make exceptions in order to pass the 
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pill through Parliament. Since 1869 | schemes there were no religious tests at 
there had been a great advance in Liberal all, and the money was distributed in 
ideas in the Church party, and there had | various ways amongst all the schools in 
img ng Pees poe a a yee different counties established under 
ge. erefore, say tha € the scheme. He defied any one to 
amar schools were entirely unde- show that the provisions of the Act of 
nominational in regard to the tests 1889, which instituted the schemes in 
pplied to the teachers was to say some- | the different counties of Wales had not 
thing which was entirely incorrect. It| met with the most remarkable success. 
was only because this point, which was _ Education in Wales had suffered nothing 
raised by his hon. friend the eed by the abolition of tests, and they were 
for Leicester, had been met with a flat) joy doing remarkably good work, the 


contradiction that he had deemed it right | li rie . = gt 
| quality of which no one, either inside 
ae acy bo the mater ta ouside the Howe, co challenge. 
ihig had to consider not only the old| They were told that this system was 
endowed schools but also the case of | dying out, bu t did that fact not con- 
s-new schools. In regard to these | demn the existence of the system? If 
shools he claimed that they had an un- | °° Me did they want to perpetuate 
aswerable case, and the local education boldl a system? Why did they not 
authority ought not to be able to hand | [CY Say that this system should 
over money to institutions of this kind un- | ‘°T™nate, and be made impossible 13 
less they were willing to throw open their | all schools assisted by the State under 
doors to all who wished to undertake the ‘he provisions of this Bill? The 
honourable post of teachers. This con- right hon. Gentleman opposite stated 
tention was the same as that which was|that there was no grievance to re- 
put foward by the Liberal Party in 1869 | lieve ; but was it not agrievance that 
inregard to the ancient endowments. It !2 4 college one of the qualifications was 
night be argued that these endowments | 20t an educational but a religious one % 
were given by persons who lived long| Was it not a grievance that Noncon- 
ago, and that from their point of view | formists should have to pay towards the 
it was right to maintain those trusts, but | salary of a headmaster in an institution 
that was not the case in regard to the | where it was made a test that he should 
new schools, and if these schools desired | belong to some other religious persua- 
to receive assistance from the rates and sion? He held that that was a griev- 
taxes, they ought to be obliged to throw | ance which Nonconformists would have 
open their doors, and all tests should be | to contend with if thjs Bill became law. 
abolished. | He contested the assertion that there 
/was no grievance to relieve, and main- 
*Mr. MOSS said that he had heard | tained that one exceptional instance in 
no argument from the other side which | which difficulty had been avoided by 
appealed to reason or common sense | 2 display : of high - mindedness and 
against this Amendment. Was it not right | liberality did not exonerate the Govern- 
tat where a grant was made for educa- | ™ent from the duty of applying all 
tional purposesthey should at anyrate take |Tund a sound general principle. It 
steps to secure the best men for teaching *Ppeared to him that there was a 

grievance in this matter which the 


inthose schools? No one could say that &' , . 
inthe past education had been the loser | Tight hon. Gentleman, with all propriety, 


by the abolition of religious tests. Hedid might relieve. If the grievance was 
not think Oxford or Cambridge was any | dying out then the insertion of this 
worse today for the Act of 1871, from | Provision could do no harm, and he 
whatever standpoint they cared to look | hoped that before the end of this debate 
at it. He was quite sure that the con-| the right hon. Gentleman would see his 
census of opinion was that both Oxford | way to accept, in some form or other, 
and Cambridge had gained from an_ the principle of this Amendment. 
tducational standpoint by the passing | 

ai that Act. Let the Committee con-/ Mr. DILLON said he did not 
sider what the effect of the Act of 1889|see why the Government objected 
lad been in Wales. In the Welsh | to this Amendment. Upon this point 
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he could speak from their own ex- 
perience in Ireland, for when a demand 
‘was put forward in Ireland for a de- 
‘neminational university the represen- 
‘tatives of the Government insisted as 
& primary condition of discussing the 
matter that there should not be any test. 
Anyone who would take the trouble to 
read the extraordinary and interesting 
evidence given before the Royal Com- 
msson on University Education in Ire- 
Jand would find there some singular and 
interesting facts highly creditable to the 
Irish Catholics. Those facts were given 
before the Royal Commission in order 
to support the claim of the Irish people to 
have a university for Irish Catholics. 
He would take as an illustration the 
Blackrock University College. A pro- 
fessor from that college gave most inter- 
esting evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission, in which he stated that 
although he was a Unitarian from 
Belfast he had been the senior professor 
of classics in the Blackrock Catholic 
College, which was under the control of 
Catholic priests, and to which not one 
penny of public money was contributed. 
That gentleman was now the President 
of the Unitarian University College in 
Belfast, and for seven or eight years he 
held the position of Professor of Classics 
in the Blackrock Catholic College. He 
wanted to know why, if a Catholic 
College in Ireland which had never got 
a single penny of public money, did not 
find it difficult to entrust the teaching 
of its pupils to a Protestant, there should 
be such a difficulty in abolishing the test 
in Church colleges in this country. 
He instanced thie case of the college in 
St. Stephen’s Green in connection with 
the Jesuit Order, where several of the 
professors had always been Protestants. 
As he understood the Amendment there 
was no compulsion put on the governing 
bodies of the colleges to appoint any 
particular man. They would still have 
absolute power, if they were so disposed 
and were so intolerant, to appoint no- 
body but men of their own religion. He 
should be astonished if they were to be 
told that in Protestant England the 
governing bodies of colleges which re- 
ceived support from public .noney were 
not to be left free to appoint men of 
great ability to be masters because they 
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were of a different complexion of Protest. 
antism from the governing bodies. The 
situation appeared to him to be an extra. 
ordinary one, and so far as the Irish 
Party were concerned, they would heartily 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE confirmed the state 
ment of the hon. Member as to 
the attitude of the Roman Catholic 
Church by quoting a similar case from 
the United States. Hon. Members 
on this side were surprised that no 
argument against the Amendment 
had come from the Ministerial side of the 
House. It was not easy at this time to 
get up an argument in favour of theo 
logical tests. It was not easy, above all, 
to get up an argument against an 
Amendment which did not perhaps 
abolish all theological tests, but only 
proposed that public money should not 
be paid where theological tests existed. 
They fought and won this battle in 1871. 
The university tests were a superannuated 
absurdity, which narrowed the field of 
choice of competent men, laid a trap for 
weak consciences, and gave no guarantee 
that after all the choice made would be 
the man wanted. The Opposition would 
certainly renew this contest on every 
occasion, because nothing would do more 
for secondary education than the extine- 
tion of these tests. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD said that on the 


| Opposition side of the House they had 


reason to complain that, notwithstanding 
the unanswerable case they had made 
out for this Amendment, they had 
practically attempted no answer to it. 
The Vice-President of the Council had 
said that he did not believe in religious 
tests, but he was going to vote for their 
continuance. 


Sm JOHN GORST: I said nothing 
of the sort. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD said he was glad 
to hear that, and he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would be found in the 
lobby in favour of the Amendment. If 
the Government attitude was that they 
did not like religious tests, it was hardly 
consistent that they should continue 
them. The question was whether these 
tests existed or not. They had heard 
that there was one grammar school in 
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which a Nonconformist had  been| that question. In the very parish in 
inted as headmaster, but that was which he (the hon. Member) lived, the 
one of the reformed grammar schools | whole of the members of the School Board 
which did not come in the category | were Nonconformists until recently, when 
referred to by the hon. Member for | one Churchman was elected, and yet the 
leicester. He knew a case in which a/| whole of the head teachers in the schools 
ung man who had all the educational were members of the Church of England. 
qualifications necessary for an appoint-| Why were they appointed? For the 
ment was told that he could not have | simple reason that when the applications. 
the post because he was not a clerk in came before the Board it was found that 
holy orders. If there was only that case | the Anglican applicants were by far and 
in the country, he considered a case was| away the best equipped, and no one 
made out for passing the Amendment. | asked a question about their creed or 
_ _ | faith. It had strengthened the unde- 
(10.30.) Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire) | nominational system there, and he 
aid he thought the Government had ventured to say the same thing would 
no objection to the principle of the happen in the {denominational colleges 
Amendment, but he was sorry to say | jf tests were abolished. 
that they were ernie - not | 
accepting it, inasmuch as the Bill pro- | eA 
vided that no scholars in these a Mr. F MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
were to be liable to tests. How, then, | re nae ~ pret ais oe 
: were | Amendment, which had nothing what- 
could they subject the masters who were pra Aecdaesag Chua 7s.” OE Ye 


toteach in the schools to tests? If the | ; 
scholars were to be free from tests the accepted. No compulsion was proposed, 


: ae no one’s hands were to be tied, no one 
masters ought to be in the same position. | inne ho: somaguted ta as tik shee 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said this was | direction, and perfect freedom was to 
really a very important Amendment. | remain with the managers and trustees 
The principle of the Amendment had | of these schools. It seemed to him that 
not been assailed at all by those who | hon. Gentlemen on the Ministerial side 
refused to accept it. The Government of the House were frightened of a 
did not defend the principle of tests; on | Shadow. He should vote for the Amend- 
the contrary they deprecated it. The | ment. 
oly speech made on the Amendment 
from the Ministerial side had thrown | ' ‘(CON 
‘ . | Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
bel sae | ae Vice sma gs = | Scotland) really hoped they might not 
eeered ¢ ry h seb: oT he - = | have to go to a division on this question. 
gran eo Go come. en why © | Tt was not a tolerable position to main- 
Hag aeasdblagnanee prcanar apes ean cis | tain that the heads of schools should not 
the Amendment, and so save any further | be free, ona question of educational 
> of time? He would like to ask | efficiency, to choose the best candidates 
¢ noble Lord the Member for Green- irrespective of creed Tent’ thie 
Be Vhether, if gp the fer anager of | certain subjects on which it was desir- 
a - ool, . wou . not - er h, ‘spe | able that the teachers should be of the 
i bipepew Ch. p vor E mot © ® | same creed as the heads of the schocl. If 
eee of ~~ wey ot sy, Sa a _ he were at the head of a Roman Catholic 
ag ad 84 ingeievediatl axnrantay megan | college he would not be inclined to give: 
— the professorship of history to a non- 


Lorp HUGH CECIL asked the hon. | Catholic, but in the appointment of 


Member whether in any circumstances he | teachers of mathematics, French, and 
| many other subjects, he would choose 


would appoint a Roman Catholic teacher | L woul ) 
in a Nonconformist school. | efficient Protestants as against inefficient 
Catholics. He could not understand 
Mr LLOYD-GEORGE said: Certainly, | why the hon. Member for Oxford 
if he were the better man; and if the | University did not get up and say that, 
noble Lord only knew what was happen- | after all, there were some other sections 
ing in Wales he would never have asked | besides the bigoted obscurantist section 
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who seemed to wish to keep everything | Treasury would give way and accept the 
of the | Amendment. 


in the hands of one branch 
Christian Church. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had been 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- | reluctant to speak on this Amendment, 
shire, Shipley) said he had waited to hear | 20t because his opinions were not perfectly 
from the Leader of the House the reasons | Clear on the subject, but because he was 
against the arguments which had_ been | 8°rty to say that he felt, after some of the 


advanced on the oppositesde. So far | proceedings of the afternoon, there wag 


he had waited in vain, and his object in | Such @ desire to prolong the discussion 
—(Hon. MEMBERS on the Opposition 


rising was to suggest that the right hon. | : I 
Gentleman, should state the ground on | Benches: Oh, oh!]—that any intervention 
on his part really made matters worse, 


ae aed ae prs pg oe a What the House desired was not argu 
Guardians, and he regretted to say that | ment, but to find in anything said from 
a certain section of the Board introduced the. Government Front Bench the 
religious tests in an illegal and improper | subject of further debate. As he had 
way. Anyone who applied for an office | been challenged from his own side, he 


of any kind had to undergo a certain | thought it necessary to state what his 


amount of questioning as to the| View was and to support his right hon. 
particular section of the Christian Church | friend the Vice President, who had 


to which he belonged, and according to | #!ready expressed the view of the 
the answers he gave, his candidature 
was supported or opposed by those 
particular members. It was useless to 
deny that religious tests were not so com- 
pletely abolished as had been suggested. 
There had been many instances where 
these practices had been carried on, and 


Government on the subject. There ap 
peared to be a profound misconception of 
what this Amendment, if carried, would 
effect. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
and the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division had both appealed to the Govern- 
ment in behalf of their co-religionists, 
to accept this Amendment. If it were 


which would be stopped by the adoption , 
of this Amendment. Unless he heard ®°cepted it would at a stroke of the pen 


better reasons advanced against the deprive a great many Roman Catholic 
Amendment he should feel himself com- and other denominational scliools of the 


luctantly, to vote in assistance which they now got from 
on odd eR oe : public funds. No school in which a 


teacher was required to make a declara- 
tion of religious opinion would be eligible 

*Srr WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, for assistance from public funds. And 
Rossendale) said he believed that almost | that was the Amendment actually sup- 
the whole of the Conservative Party would ported by the hon. Members for East Mayo 
votein favour of the Amendment if they and the Scotland Division on behalf of 
were allowed to do so; and he hoped the their co-religionists ? After all, they must 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the regard the affairs of their own Church 
House would gage thoroughly the spirit in such manner as they pleased, and he 
of the Committee on both sides of the | was not more interested in theirs than 
House. In a matter of this kind in any other form of religious education, 
-educational efficiency should first of all| denominational or undenominational, 
be considered. The object of those who | which was to be given’ in schools aided 
supported the Amendment was to, bythe public authority. Several Mem- 
emancipate education from the thraldom | bers had told them that no business firm 
of the old worn-out system of test, which | would think of imposing a religious test 
struck at the root of educational upon any business man whom they were 
efficiency. When by this Bill they were, asking to become a partner in the col- 
for the first time, establishing a system | cern. Of course that was true. There 
of secondary education, it was important | was no relation, so far as he knew, 
that there should be removed from it all | between theological belief and business 
those reranants of a dead past ; and he | ability. Was that the case with teaching 
‘ventured to hope the First Lord of the|in schools where, among other things, 


Mr. T P. O'Connor. 
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réigion was taught—not necessarily 
denominational religion, but some 
religion where Bible teaching took place, 
where what was called the general 
truths of Christianity were taught? 
Were those schools, or were they not, to 
be excluded from any assistance from 

blic funds? He believed the whole 
Bose was of opinion that they ought 
not. He believed it would be perfect 
madness to lay down a rule that a school 
in which religion of any kind was taught 
was a school which ought not to receive 
any assistance from public funds. He 
maintained that there was no body of 
opinion in this House which would say 
that no public funds should be given to 
schools in which the beliefs of the Roman 


Catholics, the Wesleyans, Bible Chris- | 


tians, or Jews were taught. If they 
once admitted that the teaching of 
religious matters was to be allowed, 
were they to deprive those who had 
got to select the teachers of the right 
of saying whether those teachers could 
teach the religion they were expected to 
teach? They talked of business. Was 
that business? Was it not raving 
lunacy? The truth was that the House 


in this Amendment as in many others 
oscillated inconsistently between two 


different ideals, one of which was 
gradually led up to by a certain section, 
but when the House came face to face 
with it it shrank back in horror. If 
they chose to have secular education, 
and nothing but secular education, then 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the First Lord of the Treasury had 
nothing to regret in the proceedings ot 
that afternoon. On the contrary, all 
that had happened that afternoon had 
greatly facilitated the passage of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman said he 
had been amazed that his hon. friends the 
Members for East Mayo and the Scotland 
Division had announced that they were 
_in favour of the Amendment. But why 
| were they in favour of the Amendment ? 
| It was because they had some belief in 
| the doctrines they held, and that these 
| doctrines could hold their own in spite 
‘of all tests. But in resisting this 
| Amendment the right hon. Gentleman 
| had fallen back upon all the old argu- 
ments which had been used again and 
| again long ago against the abolition of 
‘tests in the universities. To listen to 
the right hon. Gentleman one would 
think that we were living thirty or forty 
years ago. He not only suspected, but 
_he knew very well, that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not believe in the efficacy 

of tests, and was well aware of the 
benefits which had accrued to the 
‘country by the abolition of tests; and 
yet the right hon. Gentleman wished to 
continue the tests in the case of those 
schools. They cn that side of the House 
_wished to remove them. ‘The right hon. 
| Gentleman had said that if a master was to 
be appointed for the purpose of instruct- 
ing in religious doctrine, there ought to 
| be some check on the religious views 





of course this Amendment would be) which he held. Without assenting 
accepted unanimously ; but directly they | even to that theory, he admitted that 
admitted, as they must, that religious jn the universities where tests had been 
education was to have a place in these | abolished the theological faculties had 
secondary schools, then he did not use| been exempted ; and if it would satisfy 
too strong an expression in describing |the right hon. Gentleman’s scruples, 
the folly of those who said that these | perhaps his hon. friend would agree to 
things were to be taught, and that they | alter his Amendment so that it might 
werenot to inquire in to the competency of | run that no teacher of a secular subject 
the people who were to teach them. He) should be required as a condition of 
did not say that any teacher should be | employment to make a declaration of his 
required to sign the thirty-nine articles, | religious beliefs. It appeared to him 
orany other articles, but it would be) that those words met all the arguments 
right to find out whether he was not’! the right hon. Gentleman had addressed 
only an extremely competent teacher to| to the Committee on the subject. For 
teach secular matters, but also com-| his part he objected to religious tests, for 
petent to teach religious duty. He) whatever purpose they were employed. 
earnestly hoped the House would not | They were futile, insulting, and useless 
tommit itself to an Amendment which | for the purpose. The very latest in- 
made this part of the scheme utterly| stance they had was King’s College, 
Tidiculous. which, finding what harm tests were 
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doing to the institution, had voluntarily 
abolished them. He suggested to the 
right hon. Gentleman a golden bridge, 
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subject for which the teacher was about 
to be appointed had something to do 
with religion. 


Then they would have to 


viz., that tests should not be required | settle and define all subjects in which 


on all subjects in which there was no 
flavour of religion about them. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked 


First Lord refused the suggested com- 


promise. 


whether the 





religion arose, and they had only to 
remember that the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool had declared that history was 
one of those subjects in which theo 

was involved, to guess what a mess that 


M . A. J. BALFOUR said that that | would land them in. 


compromise, if he might say so with all 
. What value 


respect, was utterly illusory 
was there ia it? All the 





manager of a 


(11.8.) Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; 


school would have to say was that the | Noes, 181. (Division List No. 275.) 


AYES. 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN: I do not quite | 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
understand the next Amendment in the | said authorised by the manager in charge 


name of the hon. Member for Merthyr | of a school. The object of his Amend- 
Tydvil. He uses the words¥)“;where| ment was to make it clear to managers 
authorised.” Bywhom? ,;. - of schools that they would not be obliged 
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' either to authorise, or to refuse to 
authorise, religious instruction. As the 
Amendment stood, however, he admitted 
it was somewhat unnecessary; but if 
Amendments which had been rejected 
by the Committee had been carried, the 
words would then have a meaning which 
they did not now possess. He only 


wished to make it clear to managers of 
schools that they had the option of 
authorising or refusing to authorise re- 
ligious instruction. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 2, line 22, after the word ‘shall’ 
to insert the words ‘where authorised.’” — 
(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm JOHN GORST said he gathered 
from the hon. Member that the Amend- 
ment was conceived in view of previous 
Amendments which had not been ac- 
cepted by the Committee. He did not 
think that the Amendment was one 
which would add anything to the mean- 
ing of the Clause. The language of the 
section made it clear that religious in- 
struction was to be so arranged that any 
pupil could withdraw. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the 
Amendment he proposed to move was 
a matter of machinery. The Clause pro- 
vided that the time for religious worship 
should be arranged conveniently to 
allow the withdrawal of any scholar. 
His Amendment was that religious in- 
struction should be given either at the 
beginning or at the end of the lessons 
for the morning or the afternoon, except 
in cases of specia] difficulty. The most 
convenient time for giving religious in- 
struction was obviously at the beginning 
or at the end of the school period ; and, 
therefore, it was desirable that Parliament 
should state what was generally found 
to be the most convenient time. It was 
not desirable to make arrangements for 
a convenient time which would not 
result in that convenience. The words 
in the Clause were doubtful, and might 
give rise to a great deal of discussion ; 
whereas, if the matter were defined in 
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the Bill itself, it would relieve ma 

of a great deal of difficulty and trouble, 
There was an admirable precedent for the 
Amendment in the Elementary Education 
Act of 1870. Sub-section 2 of Clause 7 
of that Act enacted that the time or 
times during which any religious ob 
servance was practised or religious jp. 
struction given should be either at the 
beginning or at the end of any school 
period. That arrangement had existed 
|for over thirty years, and it seemed to 
him very desirable that it should obtain 
in secondary schools which would be 
largely made up of children who had 
been educated in the elementary schools, 
| and who had been in the habit of obsery- 
‘ing it. He suggested that machinery 
which had worked well for thirty years 
in the elementary schools might also be 
adopted in the secondary schools. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 2, line 22, after the words ‘shall 
be,’ to insert the words ‘ either at the beginning 





or at the end of the lessons for the morning or 
the afternoon, except in cases of special diffi. 
culty, when they shall be.’”—(Mr. Corie 
Grant.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he confessed 
he did not think the words of the Amend- 
ment were an improvement ; but he did 
not attach much importance to them one 
way or the other. They were now deal- 
ing, not with elementary schools, but with 
schools which might be residential ; and 








Mr. Keir Hardie. 


he did not see why the time should not 
be left to be conveniently arranged with- 
out any limitation. That would be the 
better plan. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he hoped 
the Amendment would be accepted, 
because it was of considerable im- 
portance that the ordinary curriculum 
of a school should not be interrupted 
by any religious ceremony or service, 
or even by religious instruction. The 
right hon. Gentleman said the matter 
was not of any importance ; but he hoped 
the Amendment would be accepted as it 
would tend to improve secular education 
without injuring religious instruction. 
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(11.30.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
that the arrangement proposed in the 
Amendment was in operation in two or 
three of the Colonies where there qvere 
denominational schools, and also in 


Holland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In secondary 
schools. 


. Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he could 
not say that ; but the principle was really 
the same. It was a matter for the con- 
venience of the pupils. Suppose a school 
opened at nine o’clock, and that religious 
instruction was given for half an hour, 
why should the pupils who did not wish 
to participate in religious instruction be 
asked to attend before half-past nine 
délock? Again, suppose that religious 
instruction was taken at half-past three 
delock, why should the children who did 
not wish to attend it not be allowed to 
go home. What his hon. friend wished 
to avoid was the giving of religious 
instruction in the middle of the school 
period, which would necessitate children 
who did not wish to participate walking 
out in the presence of the other scholars. 
That would be an offensive thing to 
compel them to do, and it would subject 
them to the jeers of their schoolmates. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept what was a very fair and 
convenient arrangement. 


Sik JOHN GORST said a great deal 
had been said in these discussions about 
the Welsh Intermediate Act, and he 
would therefore point out that the words 
of the Clause were taken from that 
extellent Act. Sub-section 3 of. Clause 
‘ said that the times for prayer or 
rligious worship, or for any lesson or 
nes of lessons in religious subjects, 
should be conveniently arranged for the 
purpose of allowing the withdrawal of 
ity pupil. They, therefore, had the 
tuthority of the Welsh Intermediate 
Act in favour of the particular form of 
the words in the Clause. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not read the 
Whole of the Clause. He wished he had, 
‘sit would make all the difference in 
the world. Under the Welsh Intermedi- 
tte Act no sectarian school could be 
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endowed at all, and, therefore, there was 
no objection to religions teaching in such 
a school. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) asked why the right hon. 
Gentleman, having cited the Welsh 
Act, did not follow it all through. His 
hon. friend quoted a precedent from the 
Elementary Education Act ot 1870. 
Surely the two things ran side by side. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said 
might be a difficulty as 
regarded residential colleges, but the 
Committee should remember that the 
number of such colleges would be very 
small indeed. If they wanted religious 
instruction to be conveniently arranged 
it ought to be either at the beginning 
or at the end of the school period, unless 
there was some special difficulty in the 
way, in which case the Education 
Department would decide. He appealed 
to the right hon. Gentleman to accept 
the Amendment, which was taken 
absolutely from the Elementary Educa- 
tion Act which had worked so well. 
They had all the argument on their side 
during the evening; and in the last 
division they had nearly a majority of 
the votes as well. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would allow the Committee 
to decide the matter in freedom, they 
would win hands down. It was quite 
plain that the beginning or the end of a 
sitting was the most convenient time. 
Otherwise children who did not wish to 
attend religious instruction would have 
to go out to the playground and waste 
their time, an arrangement which would 
cast a slur upon them. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said he 
thought that they might fairly trust 
those who would be responsible for the 
administration of the Act, and who would 
have a knowledge of all the circumstances 
of the case, to deal with the matter in a 
sensible manner. In Germany, religious 
teaching was ordinarily given at the 
beginning or the end of a sitting ; but it 
was not an inflexible rule, as it was 
governed by circumstances. All they 
asked was that the same amount of 
freedom should be given under the Act. 
The managers were instructed to make 
such arrangements as would be most con- 
venient ; and he was perfectly sure that 
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if they were left liberty, they would 
carry out their mandate in such a way 
as would best serve the interests of 
education. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER said that the 
right hon. Gentleman admitted that the 
matter was a comparatively small one, 
and he himself did not think that it was 
a very large matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman also referred to the fact that 
the Committee was dealing with secondary 
schools, but he thought that they should 
be even more careful that nothing was 
done to offend the susceptibilities of 
pupils in secondary schools than in 
primary schools. It would be generous 
on the part of the right hon. Gentleman 
to accept an Amendment which he ad- 
mitted did not raise a serious point. 
Surely the object of the secondary schools 
was secondary education; and, there- 
fore, if religious teaching were to be 
added on, the better plan would be to 
take it at the ‘beginning or the end of 
the main object for which the schools 
existed. If it were put into the middle, 
it would be like saying grace in the 
middle of a meal. The commonsense 
plan would be to have religious instruc- 
tion either at the beginning or the end ; 
and if the right hon. Gentleman assented 
to that arrangement, it would lessen, to 
some degree, the opposition to the Bill. 


*Stir WILLIAM ANSON said it was 
not a very large matter, but he thought 
it was of some importance that they 
should not arrange time tables by Act of 
What was good for elemen- 
tary schools which were day schools, 


Parliament. 


might not be good for secondary schools, 
which were very different. Moreover, 


Sir Francis Powell. 
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there was a reason for putting in a com. 
pulsory time table as regarded elementary 
schools, because every child was bound 
to atgend. The secondary schools would 
be anxious to obtain as many pupils as 
they could, and with that object they 
would arrange their time tables to suit 
the convenience of their pupils. That 
being so, there was every reason to 
suppose that a manager of a school would 
not expose a pupil of an_ exceptional 
denomination in that school to the 
necessity of having to walk out when 


religion. instruction was taken. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mant 
gomeryshire) said that if everyone 
would show as reasonable a_ spirit 
as the hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken, there would be no occasion 
to put in atime table in the Bill. What 
they desired to prevent was that a time 
table should be framed to the dis 
advantage of pupils who did not wish to 
attend religious instruction. The con- 
cession asked for was a very small one, 
and heshould have thought that the right 
hon. Gentleman would have preferred to 
concede it, rather than prolong the 
liscussion. 


Mr.GODDARD (Ipswich) said the prin- 
cipal argument of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was that the Amendment might af 
fect residential students, but it should be 
remembered that the Bill provided for 
number of new schools which would not 
be residential schools. Many of those 
schools would be more in the nature of 
elementary than secondary 
schools; and surely the right hon. 
Gentleman might well accept such 
reasonable Amendment. 


schools 
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Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he would oppose the 
Amendment for two reasons. In the 
first place it ‘would fetter the discretion 
of the managers ; and, secondly, it would 
impose a rigid rule upon all secondary | 
schools where there was no necessity for | 
such a restriction ; and would interfere | 
with their elasticity. A uniform system | 
such as that proposed was very valuable | 
in primary schools, but as regarded | 
secondary schools, he thought the, 
managers would be the best judges. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he did not’ 
appreciate the arguments of the hon. 
Member. The Amendment would not 
impose a rigid rule. There would be 
a general rule, but’ in a case of 
any special difficulty another arrange- 
ment might be adopted by the managers. 
With regard to the hon. Gentleman’s 
other objection, that the Amendment 
would interfere with the discretion of 
the managers, every rule must to a cer- 
tain extent do that. As the Committee 
was well aware, three out of every four 
hon. Members were in favour of a 
general rule; and he wished to ask why 
the precedent in the Act of 1870, which 
had worked well for thirty years, should 
not be followed now. He could not 
appreciate the distinction drawn by the 
First Lord of the Treasury between 
primary and secondary education so far 
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as the Clause was concerned. Even in 
the House of Commons they prayed at 
the beginning of the business, and how 
very inconvenient it would be, if after an 
Amendment were disposed of the House 
proceeded to pray. They were asking 
very little, and he submitted that the 
right hon. Gentleman ought to accept 
the Amendment. 


* Mr. MOSS said that they were 
accused of having all the talk, and none 
of the arguments on that side ; but they 
did not forget that the right 
hon. Gentleman broke the contemptible 
conspiracy of silence on the other 
side, some time previously, by refer- 
ring to those who differed from him as 
raving lunatics. Hon. Members who 
opposed the Amendment argued that in 
all cases the most convenient time would 
be adopted; but that was exactly what 
the Amendment provided for. It said 
that the morning or the evening was 
the most convenient time, and that if 
that were not found to be so, some other 
arrangement would, of course, be ar- 
rived at. Hedidnot see what harshness 
or injustice could arise if the Amend- 
ment were accepted. 


(11.48.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 85; 
Noes, 213. (Division List No. 276.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Remnant, James Farquharson | Sullivan, Donal 


It being after midnight, the Chairman| Mr. DILLON: I desire to ask you, 
| Sir, if it is not the fact that the closure 
| can only be moved after 12 o’clock for 
the purpose of bringing to a decision 
a Question already put from the Chair ? 


proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose 
in his place and claimed to move, ‘‘ That 
the Question ‘ That Clause 4, as amended, 


* . 
dead part of the Bal’ be naw put.” Tae CHAIRMAN: The Rule does 


not say so. Clearly on the interruption 
of business the closure may be moved. 
If the hon. Member will turn to the 
Closure Rule he will find that a Motion 
can be made that the Question that a 
Clause be added to or stand part of the 
Bill be now put. That is one of the 


forms of the closure. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: On a point 
oforder, I wish to ask your ruling, Sir, 
whether the closure can be moved on a 
Question which has not been put from 
the Chair before 12 o'clock? 
after 12 o’clock when you put the 


It was 


Question, and I submit that no closure jks WSO: Te thems gence 


tan be moved in regard to any Question | referred to not a case in which a Ques- 


not put fron the Chair and not conse-| +i, is then pending before the House ? 
quential on the Amendment which has 


In this case there was no Question pend- 
been disposed of. 


ing. 


* Tae CHAIRMAN: 1 do not think 
The 
closure can always be moved on the 


* Tue CHAIRMAN : Ifthe right hon. 
Gentleman will look at the Rule he 
will see it is not so. The Clause is 
under consideration. 


that the hon. Member is correct. 


interruption of business. 
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(11.59.) Question put, 
Question, ‘ That Clause 4, 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; 
Noes, 102. (Division Lisi No, 277.) 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 
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Dooga: 
Duncai 


Edwar 
Eliban 


Fergus 
Flavin, 
Flynn, 
Foster, 


Godda 
Grant, 
Griffith 
Gurdor 


Hardie 
Harms’ 


(12s, 
“That 
of the 


non, 
(ya 
Agnew, 
Anson, 
Arehda 
Arkwri 
Arnold- 
Atkins« 


Bailey, 
Bain, C 
learr 
Balfour 
Balfour. 


y 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc Stroud | 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry | 

| 


Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Brigg, John 

urst, Henry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing Francis Alliston 
Cremer, William Randal 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, <H 


Duncan, J. Hastings 


Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 








Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


(12413.) Question put 


“That Clause 4 as amended, stand part |‘Noes, 15. 


of the Bill.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhupe 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
learres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) ! 
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NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Pirie, 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Lambert, George 

Law, HughAlex.(Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrrngt’n 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T 

M‘Kean, John 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenn ) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 





accordingly, | 


AYES. 


Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Kt. HnSirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 


U 








| 
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Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
uncan V. 

Price, Robert John 


| Priestley, Arthur 


Rea, Russell 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Russell, T. W. 


Scott, Chas. (Prestwich, Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 


Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Usmond(Merioneth ) 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Causton and Mr. 
William M’ Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; 
(Division List No. 278.) 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston,’Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
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Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Lord 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fe m,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mance’r 
Finch, —- H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir He 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S W, 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ ml’ts 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 


ene Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. ,N.W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,Jno.(Kent,Faversham 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


Brigg, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8 
ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cremer, William Randal 


Duncan, J. Hastings 








Elibank, Master of 
It being after 


Report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again tomorrow, 


Midnight, 
Chairman left the Chair to make his 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
e, Col. Hon. Heneage 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

er, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddalph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Percy, 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, ceeds V. 


the 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, c- ™ 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B(Isle ot Wight 
Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 
Smith,H.C.(N’th’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘T: 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf'dUnmy, 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C.E(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AyESs— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Priestley, Arthur 

Toulmin, George 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Ellis Griffith and Mr. 
Philipps. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
with Amendments; Bill, as amended, to 

be considered upon Tuesday next. 
" Adjourned at half after Twelve 


o’clock. 


commencement uf a Speecle indicates revision by the Member. 


An Asterisk (*) at the 





2 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 9th July, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

WIGAN CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
STONEHAVEN TOWN HALL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
upon Friday. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps], 


PICCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST 
LONDON RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 
Report (8th July) from the Select 
: Committee on Standing Orders read. 
> Bill ordered to be read a second time. 


Speccle indicates revision by the Member. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS (Re- 
coMMITTED) BILL [Lorps]. 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH PARISH COUNCILS BILL. 


Petition from Sion College, London, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


conmimerncenuseitl 


«Asterisk (*) at the 


An 


CLERGY DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petition from Sion College, London, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: From Walkley ; 
Manchester ; Clayton; Buttershaw ; 
Queensbury : Low Moor; Clayton 
Heights; Bierley; Wibsey; Saltaire ; 
Shipley ; Greengates ; Eccleshill ; and 
Barnsley ; to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration: From Black- 
burn; North Evington; Market Har- 
borough ; and Leicester ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Dundee, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Sion College, London, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF EAST 
SUFFOLK). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of East 
Suffolk altering certain Polling Districts 
in the County [by Act] to; lie upon the 
Table. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING OF 
THE COUNTY OF YORK). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the West Riding of the 
County of York, altering certain Polling 
Districts in the County [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Report No. 355 
(Gambia, Annual Report for 1901) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CENSUS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (County of Warwick) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House. 


1. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Carmarthen): Further Return relative 
thereto (ordered 10th February, 1898 ; 
Mr. Grant Lawson) ; to be printed. [No. 
266.] 


2. Supreme Court (Rules): Copy of 
Rules of the Supreme Court, dated 8th 
July, 1902 [by Act]. 
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1191 Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Ealing Voluntary School Rate—Inclusion 
in General Demand Note. 


Mr. CREMER*“(Shoreditch, Hoxton): 
To ask the -President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that the Urban District Council of Ealing, 
Middlesex, is in the habit of including in 
its demand note for rates a rate of 14d. 
in the pound for the Ealing Educational 
Association, with an intimation that its 
voluntary payment will probably save a 
school board rate; and that, when com- 
plaint was made, the Local Government 
Board informed the Council that the 
practice was open to objection, and that 
the Board would be glad to learn 
that it would be discontinued. And, 
seeing that, although Mr. Gaskell, the 
Local Government Board auditor, has 
also taken objection to the inclusion of 
a voluntary rate made by another body, 
and for another purpose, in the demand 
for the Council’s own rates, the practice 
still continues, he will take steps to 
compel its discontinuance. 


(Answer.) I am aware that the Town 
Council have continued the practice 
which was adopted by their predecessors 
in this matter. I understand that in 
the demand note used by the Town 
Council it is distinctly stated that the 
payment of the school rate is voluntary, 


and the collector states that he does not | 


experience any difficulty, and that there 
does not appear to be any confusion in 
the minds of the fratepayers, on the 
subject. I have informed the Town 
Council that, in my opinion, a request 
for the payment of a voluntary school 
rate should not in any case be included 
in the demand note for the general 
district rate, but I have no power to 
compel the discontinuance of the practice. 
—(Local Government Bourd.) 


Tottington School — Local Government 
Board Inquiry. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will say when the 
Report of the inquiry into the manage- 
ment of the Tottington School will be 
published. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 
(Answer.) I have received the 
made by the inspectors appointed by me 
to hold the in uiry as regards the 
Tottington School. y decision in the 
case will be made known in the course 
of a few days. It would be contrary to 
the practice of the Local Government 
Board to publish the Report referred to, 
Such reports are always regarded as 
confidential.—(Zocal Government Board.) 
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India (Central Provinces)—Pandhri Tax, 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
will*state to what amount the abolition 
of the Pandhri Tax in the Central 
Provinces of India will afford relief to 
agriculturists ; and how many of the 
assessees are small shopkeepers with in- 
comes of 250 rupees, or £16 13s. 44 
per annum. 


(Answer.)j The Pandhri Tax was essen- 
tially a tax on petty traders and manv- 
facturers ; its abolition may have given 
some indirect relief to agriculture, but, 
if so, only to a small extent. The total 
number of persons assessed to the tax at 
the time of its abolition was only about 
21,000; but I am unable to say how 
many of these enjoyed the income 
specified in the Question.—(India Office.) 





Coronation Stand at Westminster Bridge. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary. N.): 
To ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
| stand which was erected for the Corona- 
|tion procession at this end of West- 
minster Bridge, adjacent to the statue 
of Boadicea, closes up the approach to 
the subway for Members coming to the 
House of Commons, he will give instrue- 
tions to have it removed. 





(Answer.) This stand was not erected 
by my Department, and is not under my 
control.—(Office of Works.) 


Ultimus Beres—Estate of Rev. W. J. 8. 
Falconer. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness) : To 
ask the Lord Advocate what is the 
amount or value of the estate of the 
late Rev. William James Stewart 
| Falconer, Minister of Dunnet, Caithness, 
| which has fallen to the Crown as ultimus 








Opinio 


which, 
desi 
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heres, and is at present under ad- 
ministration by the King’s and Lord 
Treasurer's Remembrancer; and whether 
it is intended to dispose of the Estate by 
gift to the widow of the deceased. 


(Answer.) The estate amounts to £267. 
It cannot b> disposed of until December 
next, when the period for sending in 
claims against it will. have expired.— 
(Treasury) 


Army Reserve Officers Re-employed after 
Retirement. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if officers of the Army Reserve 
of Officers, who retired after twenty years 
service, and who have been re-employed 
during the late war in South Africa, are 
entitled to promotion or increase of 
pension, or both, when their services are 
no longer required. 


(Answer.) Such officers are eligible for 
promotion, and individual cases are con- 
sidered on their merits, and the Commander- 
in-Chief will carefully consider the claims 
of these officers on demobilisation. As 
regards pensions, they have the option 
of a gratuity at the termination of their 
service, or an increase in their retired 
pay, if their service gives them a claim 
thereto.—(Wur Office.) 


Imperial Defence—Cabinet Committees. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Defence Committee of the Cabinet, 
or other body in any way answering to 
the Naval and Military Council advocated 
by the Hartington Ponitealen of 1888, 
has, up to the present time, met before 
the Estimates of the year are decided 
upon by the Cabinet, for the purpose of 
discussing the establishments proposed 
for the Navy and Army respectively, 
from the point of view of Imperial 
Defence as a whole, and for considering 
the relative importance of any proposed 
expenditure. 


(Answer.) I have always declined to 
answer any Question respecting Com- 
mittees of the Cabinet, and I am still of 
opinion that this general rule is one 
Which, in the public interest, it is 
desirable to maintain.—( Treasury.) 
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(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Sandhurst College—Incendiary Fires and 
Disturbances — Indiscriminate Punish- 
ment of Cadets. 

CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if all the cadets of “C” Company at 
Sandhurst, who were able to prove that 
they were playing cricket at the time of 
the last fire, are permitted to pass their 
examinations for commissions; and 
whether all the cadets who affirmed that 
they were studying in their rooms for 
the impending examination when the 
fire broke out are rusticated, and will 
have their commissions dated subse- 
quently to those of the cadets who were 
playing cricket. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
All the cadets of “ C” Company who could 
prove that they were not in a position to 
cause the last fire at Sandhurst were 
exempted by the Commander-in-Chief 
from rustication. As regards the cadets 
rusticated who were to undergo examina- 
tion this term, the Commander-in-Chief 
is prepared to allow them to be 
examined during this month in London, 
so that, if subsequently cleared, they 
should lose no seniority in the Army. 
No promise can be given as to commis- 
sions in these cases pending discovery of 
the actual culprits. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Have these cadets been proved guilty 
of anything ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the Question. 


CotonEL NOLAN inquired if the 
punishment would be removed in the 
case of cadets who could prove that they 
had nothing to do with the outdoor 
irregularity. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The fact of not 
being connected with the outdoor dis- 
turbance does not affect the decision of 
the Commander-in-Chief. The question 
is where the cadet was at the time of 
the last fire. A series of fires had 
occurred in the same block, and itis in 
connection with these that this Company 
was selected for punishment. 


2X2 





Questions. 
Naval Gunnery. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty if he can state whether the reward 
received by the late W. Grounds for his 
proficiency in the prize firing in 1901, 
whereby he was proved to be the best 
shot in the Navy, was the sum of 1s. 9d. 
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THE SECRETARY To THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Belfast, 
W.): As I informed the hon. Member 
for Devonport on the 15th April last, a 
sum of £21 15s. Od. was provided for 
prizes for shooting with heavy guns on 
the occasion in question, the distribution 
being left entirely to the discretion of 
the commanding officer. Of this amount 
£ 13s. 9d. was awarded to the Gun’s 
crew, of which Grounds was captain, but 
I have no information as to the amount 
of his individual share. It may be of in- 
terest to state that at the prize firing 
referred to, the gun of which Grounds 
was captain made nine hits in ten rounds. 
Another gun made eleven hits in eleven 
rounds, and two others ten hits in ten 
rounds. Equally good results have been 
obtained by particular guns in other ships. 
While, therefore, the Navy has to regret 
the loss of a very excellent shot in this 
petty officer, it would be a mistake 
to suppose that there are not many 
other shots of the same class still serving 
in the Royal Navy. 


H.M.S. “Resolution”—Serious Charge 
against an Officer. : 
Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that, on Tuesday 17th June, 
a Reserve man, working under an officer 
on board H.M.S. “ Resolution,” was 
kicked in a vital part, the injury pro- 
ducing unconsciousness, and that the 
injured man is now in hospital, will 
he say whether any previous instance of 
ill-treatment of men under the orders of 
the same officer has occurred; and, 
seeing that two men are at the present 
time undergoing two years imprison- 
ment as a punishment for striking this 
officer, can he state what punishment, if 
any, has been inflicted upon the officer 
concerned. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I must 
ask the hon. Member to put down this 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 1196 


question again. The “ Resolution ” has 
proceeded to sea, and it will not be 
possible to obtain a reply to the enquiries 
which have been made with respect to 
the allegations in the question until she 
returns. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH : When is the 
vessel expected to return ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In a short 
time. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he is aware that Consyl 
General Sir W. Ward, in his Report on 
the Hamburg Coal Trade, states that. 
while the importations of British coal 
in 1901 experienced a falling off of 
307,777 tons, as compared with 1900, 
the imports of Westphalian and of 
American coal showed increases last 
year of 130,762 and 9,586 tons respec- 
tively ; and whether, in these circum- 
stances, he will reconsider the question 
of the coal tax. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): It is true that there was 
a diminution in the exports of British 
coal to Hamburg in 1901, as compared 
with 1900; but the 1901 figures were 
still greatly in excess of those for the 
years 1897-98-99, and in the Report to 
which the hon. Member refers, Sir W. 
Ward observes that the falling off was 
due to the unfavourable condition of 
most branches of German industry in 
1901, which attracted to Hamburg the 
surplus output of Westphalian coal, for 
which there was no demand in German 
inland towns. I do not, however, think 
that a falling off in our export of coal 
to a single German port affords 
any argument for a reconsideration of 
the coal duty. The export to Kiel and ‘ 
Lubeck showed an increase in 1901; 
and from the recent report of H.M. 
Consul at Nantes, I find that the 
amount of British coal imported to 
that port in 1901 forms “a noteworthy 
increase in so bad a year, and shows 
how little the article was affected by 
the export duty of 1s. which, where 
charged, has been paid by the foreign 
consumer.” 
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National Gallery, Edinburgh. Housing Loans—Period of Repayment. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON:I beg to ask} pp MACNAMARA: I be 
. : g to ask the 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | president of the Local Government 
whether, in view of the fact that the | Board whether he will consider the 
balance available for Imperial expendi-| advisability of submitting proposals to 
ture from Scotland for the year ending | the House this session embodying the 
3st March, 1901, was £9,958,000, as | recommendation of the Select Committee 
compared with £2,199,000 from Ireland, | on Repayment of Loans by Local 
he can see 9 way to making a larger | Authorities, to the effect that the period 
noel to the National Gallery, Edin- ‘of repayment in the cases of housing 
burgh. |loans for land should be extended to 
Sim M. HICKS BEACH: I do not | "8h*Y years 
think the figures quoted by the hon.| Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
Member would form any justification; GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WattER 
for a larger grant to the National | Lone. Bristol, S.): The Report of the 
Gallery, Edinburgh, than the grant to Committee referred to has only just been 
the National Gallery in Dublin. | issued. It is receiving my careful con- 
sideration, but I cannot hold out any 
Imperial Coronation Bazaar—Lotteries. prospect of my proposing legislation on 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : | the subject this session. 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | ; ; 
the Home Department if his attention | Indian Press Telegraphic Rates. 


has been called to certain lotteries, one| M&- WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


of which is in 200 parts of £5 each, | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
which have been publicly advertised in | 28 representing the Postmaster General, 
connection with the Imperial Coronation | 12 View of the fact that arrangements 
Bazaar, which is being held in the Royal | have been made under which the rate on 
Botanical Gardens during Thursday, | telegrams to and from India has been 
Friday and Saturday of this week ; and | reduced from 4s. to 2s. 6d. a word, will 
if so, whether he intends to ‘take any | he say whether any proportionate reduc- 


action to prevent these being proceeded tion has been made in the case of Press 
with. | messages to and from India which have 


| hitherto been sent at special rates. 


* ~ @ | 
a oe OF STATE FOR) ‘Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
nH Ondo Ne ENT act | rue TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
ha a that rid on) piace Police, having | LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): As stated by 
Sind eir attention nets to the pub-| tp, Secretary of State for India on 25th 
led programme of the Bazaar, ex- | February last, the Press rate has been 
on ot greta of go — | reduced from 1s. 4d. to ls. The new 
at the drawing of raffles : : 
would be a violation of the law. He| 0 ane een ee 98: eee 
stated, in reply, that it had already been| ~~ 
arranged that no raffles should be drawn | Applecross (Ross-shire) Deer Forest. 
: | Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
D ap pero of School Children. | Advocate, seeing that the acreage of the 
R. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.):| Deer Forest of Applecross, Ross-shire, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | consists of 75,000 acres, whereas in the 
the Home Department when he will be | amended Deer Forest Return issued by 
Ma position to introduce the Bill| the Crown agent for Scotland the forest 
Promised by him for the purpose of i, stated to contain no more than 
carrying out the recommendations of | 37,000 acres, will he take steps to 
the Departmental Committee on the |ascertain the approximate acreage of 
out-of-school employment of school | this deer forest. 


| Tae SOLICITOR GENERAL For 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I propose to ask leave SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, Glas- 
to do so tomorrow. |gow, Bridgeton): The figure 37,000 
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was supplied by the assessor. I do not 
know from what source the hon. Mem- 
ber derives the figure 75,000. I must 
refer him to the answer I gave on the 
6th of May, 1902. What I then said of 
the general case applies equally to the 


particular. 


Kintail Estate, Glenshiel. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Congested Districts 
Board have received an application from 
the tenants on the Estate of Kintail, in 
the parish of Glenshiel, Ross-shire, 
urging that Glenshiel should be included 
in the congested districts area; will he 
state whether there is any objection to 
this course being adopted; and, if so, 
will he state the nature of the objection. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: On the 2nd 
instant the Congested Districts Board 
received the application alluded to by 
the hon. Member. It will be put before 
the next meeting of the rd for 
cousideration, and their decision will be 
intimated in due course. 


Clyde Herring Fishery. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate, as representing the 
Secretary for Scotland, if he can state 
whether it is intended to hold an inquiry 
during the autumn into the condition of 
the herring fishery in the Firth of Clyde ; 
and if so, if he can see his way to 
extend the scope of this inquiry to 
include all the coasts of Scotland. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The scope of 
the inquiry referred to is limited to the 
Firth of biyde, and the Secretary for 
Scotland is not prepared to suggest to 
the Fishery Board to extend it to the 
whole coast of Scotland. 


Technical Instruction Grant—Kingstown 
Technical School. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether bis attention has been called to 
the fact that the Treasury have refused 
to continue the equivalent grant, without 
which the school could not have been 
eanipped, to the Kingstown Technical 
School; and seeing that the school 
cannot be carried on without it, he will 
advise the to reconsider their 
decision in the matter. 


{COMMONS} 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): This 
Question relates to the grant in aid of 
technical instruction under the Acts of 
1889 and 1891, in respect to which I 
would refer the hon. Member to the 
statements made by me on the 2nd May 
and 18th June, when replying to Questions 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford, and the hon. Member for 
East Mayo.t 


Irish Resident Magistrates--Mr. Harrel. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the date of the appointment of 
Mr. Harrel as resident magistrate, and 
how many times he has adjudicated in 
Courts under the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act; and will he 
state by whom he was ordered to attend 
these courts, and by whom he was 
appointed to adjudicate at Sligo recently 
in the case of Mr. M‘Hugh, M.P., who 
was committed to prison by him for 
three months for contempt of court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Harrel was 
appointed a resident magistrate in August, 
1900. He had previously served as an 
officer in the Constabulary for fifteen 
years. He was called to the Bar in 
1891. He has adjudicated in courts 
formed under the Act mentioned on 
eight occasions, details of which were 
given in my reply to the Question of 
the hon. and learned Member for South. 
Donegal on Monday last. } He was detailed 
for duty on each occasion in accordance 
with the ordinary necessities of the 
public service by official Minutes issued 
either by the Under Secretary or the 
Assistant Under Secretary. The circum- 
stances which rendered it necessary to 
send to Sligo two resident magistrates 
unconnected with that district, of whom 
Mr. Harrel was one, have already been 
explained by me. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: And was 
not Mr. Harrel directed to act in nearly 
all these instances by his father ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Sir David Harrel 
is, as the hon. Member knows, the Under 
Secretary. ; 


— 





+ See (4) Debates evii., 568 ; cix., 971. 
t See page 918. 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Yes, but 
perha the House is not aware how the 
trick is done. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Question has been fully answered. 







The 







Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
§.): With great respect, Sir, the right 
hon. Gentleman has referred to an answer 
given to me, and I wish—— 








Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It 


does not arise out of the Question. 






Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then 
may 1 ask —— 






Mr. SPEAKER: Then the hon. Mem- 
ber must give notice. 






Mr. SPEAKER: No, the Question has 
been fully answered. 







Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: This 
arises out of it. 






Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: With great 
respect — 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
point of order I wish to ask if an hon. 
Member is not entitled to ask a Minister 
4 Question arising directly out of the 


reply just given. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Not if the Question 
on the Paper has been fully answered. 
It is only repetition. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I am 
hot proposing to ask the same thing. I 
will put down my Question. 


Marine Works (Ireland) Bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the Second 
Reading of the Marine Works (Ireland) 
Bill will be taken. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House will, no 
doubt, take an opportunity of expanding 

statement which he made on Monday 
on public business. Until a further 
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statement is made it is impossible to 
forecast the day for which this Bill con 
conveniently be set down. 


Rents in West Wicklow. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Liasteiond of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the agents of two owners 
of land at Kilcoagh and Kilbaylet, in 
West Wicklow, called upon the tenants 
and asked them to sign consents to have 
their second term rents fixed by two 
valuators ; that the tenants signed the 
papers, and that the valuators fixed the 
rents on all the tenants, eight in number, 
at an average increase of 224 per cent. on 
the judicial rents fixed in 1887; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
tenants have served notice requiring the 
cases to be heard, the Land Commission 
will, as soon as convenient, appoint Sub- 
Commissioners to investigate the cases. 
with a view to fixing fair rents. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In these cases the 
parties agreed to refer the fixing of fair 
rents for second statutory terms to Court 
Valuers. The tenants in each case have 
served notices requiring a hearing. Ac- 
cording to practice the cases will be heard 
by the Commissioners themselves on the 
first opportunity, but may be delegated 
by them to a Sub-Commission. 


Irish Departmental Reports. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Annual Reports of the 
following Irish Departments for the year 
ending 31st March last have not yet been 
presented, viz.—the Land Commission, 
the Local Government Board, the Board 
of Works, and the Congested Districts 
Board; and whether, in view of the 
impending discussion of the Irish Esti- 
mates, he will have copies of the same 


laid in the Library for the use of 


Members. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Reports of 
the Land Commission, Local Government 
Boaad, and Congested Districts Board 
are in an advanced stage. Every effort 
will be made to complete them at as early 
a date as possible, and, I hope, in good time. 
before the Votes for these Departments. 


are taken. With regard to the Report 
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of the Commissioners of Works, it is not 
ote nae through the Irish Government, 
ut through the Treasury. 


Boarded-out Children. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he can state the 
number of Roman Catholic and Protestant 
boarded-out children respectively, includ- 
ing those in public institutions, and the 
number in the several provinces of the 
country. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. I have 
not this information. It will take a 
considerable time to prepare it but I 
propose to do so. 


Irish Local Councils—Ministers of 
Religion as Members. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received resolutions from a number of 
County Councils and Poor Law Boards in 
Ireland, asking to have ministers of 
religion declared eligible for membership 
of local councils in Ireland, the same as in 
England ; and whether he will take steps 


to give effect to these resolutions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 
received a certain number of resolutions. 
The Irish Act differs from the English 


I have 


Act in this respect. The expediency of 
making it conform is worthy of considera- 
tion, but that is by far too contentious to 
be raised in connection with the Bill | 
before the House. 


Education Bill. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that under the Education Bill, 
if passed into law, the term “school 


district” will mean the whole area under 
the local education authority, that is, in | 


the case of County Councils, the whole 
county, any provision will be made in the 
Bill or in the Code to give some equivalent 
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grant to the local authorities of those 
districts where there are at present many | 
schools receiving the small population 


Questions. 1204 


THE FIRST LORD or Tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaALFour, Manchester, 
E.): If my hon. friend will look at the 
first ph of the third schedule of 
the Bill he will find the point he refers to 
already provided for, and that the areas 
referred to will still be eligible for the 


grant. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if, in interpreting 
his Amendment that the total Parlia- 
mentary grants to any local education 
authority shall not exceed three-fourths 
of the total expenses, the grants under 
the Agricultural Rates Act will be 
reckoned as contributions from Imperial 
or local sources. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer to 
the hon. Gentleman is in the negative. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I asked [Question 
No. 27, Sir. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
Question I answered, and I say the answer 
is in the negative. 


Mr. LAMBERT: My Question is 
whether these grants will be reckoned as 
contributions from Imperial or local 
sources. Which is it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My answer is 
that they will not be reckoned. 


Mr. LAMBERT: But are they to be 
reckoned as Imperial or local ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: They will not 
be reckoned in calculating the amount 
of the Imperial contribution. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I wish to put a Question 
with reference to the printing of the 
Education Bill. This morning we have, 
following a good precedent set in 
connection with ather long-contested 
Bills, a reprint of the clause as 
amended in Committee. But we have 


= (Article 104, Code) so that the new 
local education authority shall not lose | no reprint of Clause 1, which, after 
the sum which is now distributed through- | all, is about the most important clause 
out these districts, as now existing, under | of the Bill. I would ask that all the 
the head of small population grants, and | clauses be reprinted, whether amended 
which sum is often in rural counties a|or not, so that we may know exactly 
considerable figure. where we are. The second point | 
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wish to raise is whether it is necessary— | Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Hozier, Mr. Lee, Mr. 
and it was not considered so in the Lough, Mr. M‘Cann, Mr. W. M‘Killop, 
ease of the Home Rule and Local | Mr. acartney, and Mr. Randles nomin- 
Government Bills—to eprint and ated Members of the Select Committee 
circulate every morning some fifty | 0n the Irish Valuation Acts. 

pages of Amendments which can by| Ordered, that the Committee have 
no possibility be reached the same day. | power to send for persons, papers, and 
Why not confine the reprinting to | records. 

those which may be reasonably expected! Qrdered, that Five be the quorum.— 
to come on? (Sir William Walrond.) 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The suggestion slice ik 
of the right hon. Gentleman is, I think, EDUCATION are AND WALES) 
agood one. I will consult the authorities . , ¥ 
of the House to see how far it can be| Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee). 


met. I have no doubt it can. 
s [Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Business of the House. Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): As the 
right hon. Gentleman has announced| Clause 5 :— 
that he intends to take the London 
Water Bill on Friday, may I ask if| (2.40). Sm EDWARD STRACHEY 
he proposes to proceed with it de die | (Somersetshire, S.) said he wished to move 
in diem. ' the postponement of this Clause, because 
| the treatment of it depended very much on 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Can the | what was done with subsequent Clauses— 
| on whether they were altered or whether 


right hon. Gentleman give any indica- | ey wi : : 
tion of what the business will be next | they were retained intact. For instance, in 
week ? | the case of Clauses 9 and 10, much would 
depend on whether or not it was to be op- 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): And, tional on the part of the County Council to 
in fixing the date for the London | md y aso sag 204 - ee ant ae. the 
Water Bill, will the right hon. Gentle- | !2eal education authority. Again, Clauses 
man bear in mind that the evidence | 1? 2” sy Sigigua lar ng amc 
. . |and the adoptive principle necessarily 
taken by the Joint Committee has not |}.4 an important bearing. Clause 18 too 
yet been circulated. It is perfectly | Prat a ian rtant secitieiatton nd he 
—s for — to consider this Bi | did not see te hon. Members could be 
until we have the evidence. | expected to deal witk Clause 5 until these 
' various points had been cleared up. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think | 

it is usual to have the evidence printed | Motion made and Question proposed, 
before the House is in possession of the| “That Clause 5 be postponed.” —(Sir 

Committee’s Report, and I certainly | Hdward Strachey.) 

should think the House is in possession | 

of all the relevant facts to enable it} *Mr.CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
to discuss the Bill. I must not be/E.) said the reasons advanced for post- 
taken at this moment to give an/poning Clauses 1 and 2 were far less 
absolute pledge as tothe business for | forcible than those which could be urged 
next week, but I should think the | in regard to this Clause. The very serious 


Education Bill will be taken on Monday | state of uncertainty in which they were 


and Tuesday, and Supply on Wednesday | Placed as to the probable outcome in Part 
III. of the changes admitted in Part II. 


and Thursday. 
naiabdal | p esggeietl it very toa any 00 
the consideration of Clause 5. eré were 
IRISH VALUATION ACTS. now some 1,100 or 1,200 autonomous 
The Lord Advocate, Mr. Clancy, Sir | centres with regard to secondary education, 
John Colomb, Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. | and the concessions which had been made 
Duke, Mr. Goulding, Sir James Haslett, | in Part II. logically and even 4 fortiori 
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involved similar concessions in Part 
III. It would make a serious differ- 
ence in the whole construction of the 
Bill, and in the working out of the im- 
perfectly formed machinery contemplated 
to be introduced under the Clause, if 
they had anything like the same 
system of local autonomy introduced 
in regard to elementary education as had 
been introduced for secondary education. 
The discussion of the Clause at present 
would therefore be singularly inopportune. 
If, however, the First Lord were to inti“ 
mate that tothe principle of the Clause 
he proposed to ‘there as was to say, 
the principle of referring the decision to 
the localities—then he would be ready to 


Education 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: That is an 
ment for postponing the operation of 
Clause—not for postponing its consider- 
ation. 


Bill. 1208 
: 


Mr. BRIGG said he was pointing out 
that if the Clause as it stood were 
passed, the County Council could not 
possibly give effect to it, and they were 
anxious to hear what modifications the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to sug- 

t. He believed the progress of the 
Bill would be facilitated by postponing 
the Clause. 


Tae VICE-PRESIDENT or THE COM- 


| MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 


ive him his support, and not press for (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge University) 
ree mA pass at pi to the | Said it was quite clear that if the Govern- 
other clauses of the Bill. | menthad reversed the order of the Clauses, 
: ; _, | and had proposed to deal first with the 

*MR. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- | composition of the Education Com- 
ley) said he had put an Amendment on | mittee, it would be said that the Clause 
the Notice Paper to postpone Clause 5 at ‘ought to be postponed, as it was 


the request of the County Council of the | 
West Riding of Yorkshire, a body which he | 
claimed had some right to be heard on | 
the point. He did not say that it had | 
done more than any other County Council | 
ought to have done, but it certainly had | 
accomplished very excellent work. It | 
had distributed large sums of money for | 
educational progress, it had devoted | 
£5,000 to the 51 secondary schools in its | 
district, £9,000 to evening technical | 
schools, £2,000 to continuation schools, 

£9,500 to exhibitions and scholarships, 

and £1,400 in grants to teachers, some of | 
whom pursue their studies abroad. The | 
County Council was so overburdened with | 
work at present that the members felt it | 
would be impossible for them to take over | 
elementary education unless some modifi- | 
cations were made in some of the, 
subsequent Clauses dealing with the 

powers and duties of the local education | 
authority. 


/of the 


necessary to consider first the duties of 
the Committees before discussing their 
composition. The question raised by 
the Clause now before the Committee 
was one of extreme importance, and 
went to the root of the other parts of 
the Bill. That question was whether 
the local authorities were to be charged 
with the control of the business of 
elementary education — whether they 
were to be left to take the function upon 
themselves or not, according as they 
themselves decided. If the Committee 
were to continue to treat the Bill in 
the businesslike fashion in which they 
had treated it up to the present, they 
would proceed at once to settle that 
very important question, which would 
greatly affect their determination as 
to the position of the schools under 
Clause 8, and as to the constitution 
Education Committees under 


9 
“Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! | °™™ !2- 


The hon Member must confine his argu- | 
ments te the question of the postponement | 
of the Clause. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
|the Government were simply inviting 
\the Committee to waste the whole 
*Mr. BRIGG said he was putting for- afternoon in discussing the Amendments 


ward arguments for tponement. | to the Clause, without giving to the 
There were over a thousand schools in the |Committee the slightest indication as 
Council’s district which would have to be | to what they themselves Lp wey to do. 
dealt with, and they would find it The Notice Paper showed that Amend- 
absolutely impossible to make the necess- | ments to omit the Clause had come from 
ary arrangements if this Clause was | all quarters of the House—from repre 
carried at once. sentatives of the Liberal Unionist Party, of 


Mr. Channing. 
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the Educationists, of the Church Party,|it would be much better to at once 
of the Radical Party, of the Liberal | approach the question and settle it. 
Party, and of the Nationalist Party— | As one who had supported the First Lord 
A , y Ppo 
they all desired to reject the Clause. | of the Treasury warmly _— all the 
S In all probability the whole afternoon | proceedings in regard to this Bill, he 
and evening would be spent in discuss- | appealed to him whether it would not be 
ing Amendments to a Clause which would possible at this stage to define the position 
ultimately be rejected altogether by a| Which the Government intended to take 
majority of 3to 1. They were in blank | up in reference to this Clause. The ques- 
ignorance as to the position of the| tion involved a great many difficulties 
Government in reference to Clause 5, | Which were anticipated on all sides of the 
He did not desire to unduly press the | House, and it would materially help this 
Government, but if there was any truth | 1uestion if the right hon. Gentleman could 
inthe rumour that the Government in-| SiV@ them some guidance as to whether 
tended to leave the decision of this | tae Clause was to be optional or not. Ii 
Glause to the judgment of the House | he was able to do this, he could not help 
without naming tellers, the Committee thinking that this Clause would advance 
ought to know that. He had not yet | much more quickly. No doubt the First 
ete made up his nnd as to which | Hof, the Tranny. wished to her th 
way he should vote, but he thought the | ; 
facts he had stated made up a case in | pe Agee Re petaage: Magenta en 2 
hae sr eapuinesy evecare | was not advisable that there should be any 
ot | optional Clause. It would be a source of 
the other Clauses, and if the Government | .itisfaction if they knew whether the 
were made aware of the feeling of the | Government were going to treat this as a 
House in regard to this particular Clause, | question upon which all hon. Members 
Bue te ce no} i Mhhooak reap : a - age? a capper — 
: working o 
strongly against this Clause, he thought ‘etsiee decionden apie thie Clause thet 
the House ought to have the courage | appealed to the right hon. Gentleman in 
to settle this question one way or the | the hope that he might make some state- 
other. To treat it in this way was an ment which would clear the way, and 
admission that the House of Commons | prevent what must otherwise be a very 
was afraid to settle it. He was in favour | lengthy discussion. 


of the deletion of this Clause altogether. | 
He was rather afraid of changes in| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said it would 


Clause 12 which mi ght alter his attitude | not be in order now to discuss the merits of 
in reference to Clause 5. That was a/| the Clause, nor the merits of retaining or 
strong argument in favour of the post- | dispensing with the option. He desired, 
ponement of the Clause. On the other | however, to correct the misa prehension 
hand, such alterations might be made as | of his hon. friend the Member for 


would convert opponents into supporters East Mayo, who seemed to think that 
of Clause 5. He would put it to the | there was a general disposition on both 
Government whether it was a rational | Sides of the House to get rid of this Clause. 

| He did not think that was so. Wpon this 


course to embark upon a prolonged dis-j . An 
cussion, carried on in the dark, as to the | Point there was not unanimity upon the 
Position of the Government, with the | °PPo=te side, while on the Opposition 
result that at the end Clause 5 would be | *¥4¢ there ros " pr pt in 805 
st : - -.. | opinion in favour inin . 

ruck out by an overwhelming majority. was bound to say that the Government 
were adopting a very judicious course in 

(3.5.) Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Nor- endeavourin 

: ‘ g to allow hon. Members to. 
wich) hoped the Committee would not | express their opinions on this question of 
od to the postponement of the Clause. | retaining the option before announc- 
had 











































re was no doubt whatever that they | ing their views upon it. Two things must 
now to consider a very difficult | be remembered. In the first place, this 
question indeed, and he could not| was a question upon which many hon. 
See that any advantage would be} Members could contribute opinions which 
gained by postponing it. He thought / would be worthy of the attention of the 
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House ; and, in the second place, the form 
in which it would be amended would alter 
their opinions as to the retention of the 
‘Clause. ; 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said it 
seemed to him a pity that the Govern- 
ment could not give the Committee some 
* indication as to whether they intended to 
keep to this Clause. It was a waste of 


Education 


energy this hot weather to go on de-| 


bating a Clause like this, unless the 
Government gave them a decided state- 


ment upon it. It seemed to him that | 


the option must be given up, for every- 
thing turned upon that. He thought it 
would expedite business if they were told 
whether the Government were going to 
stand tothe Clause or not. As for saying 
that it should be left to the House to 
decide, that did not seem to him the 


way in which a strong Government 


should act --for they ought to lead. It 


would facilitate matters very much if 
the First Lord or the Vice President 
gave them some definite idea as to 
whether the Government had made up 
their mind upon this subject or not. 


*Sir WILLIAM MATHER(Lancashire, 
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great length of time. The Government 
had not themselves come to an irreyo 
cable decision on the subject, and the 
| proper course was to deal with this ina 
commonsense and, if possible, amicable 
way. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
| Boroughs) said an appeal had been 
made to the Leader of the House to 
declare what position the Government 
were going to take up in regard to the 
option clause. He sincerely hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
accede to that request at the present 
moment. He trusted the right hon. 
Gentleman would first listen to what 
was to be said in regard to the various 
Amendments of which notice had been 
given. He asked the right hon. Gentle 
man to give serious consideration to 
what he proposed to do on the question 
of option. If the Bill stood as it was 
at present, he was certain that if County 
| Councils were compelled to rate them- 
selves for the purpose of education 
‘without management, there would be 
‘such strife and contention—he was not 
| sure that there would not be such scenes 





Rossendale) ssid that this Clause went | of lawlessness—in this country as we 
to the root of the elementary part of this | had not seen in connection with religious 
Bill, and it would need very considerable | matters for a long time past. [An Hon. 
alteration to make it suit the general | Memper: ‘‘ Nonsense.”] The hon. Gentle 
feeling of those on his side of the House. | men said that was nonsense. He was 
Amendments were down on the Paper | perfectly certain that the men who had 
which might not go as far as his hon. said that they would resist to the 
friend the Member for East Mayo de-| utmost of their power the rate if im 
sired, but they indicated that improve-| posed on them, were not men who were 
ments might be effected in the Clause. | simply indulging in bluff or rant. He 
| would appeal to the Government before 

Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) hoped the they made up their minds finally to 
Leader of the House would not accede to| consider whether they would compel 
the proposal to postpone the Clause, but County Councils to undertake duties 
he trusted that he would accede to the | which would be obnoxious to many of 
request to leave this an open question. | them if Clause 12 stood as it was. He 
He did not agree that the Government agreed with his hon. friend the Member 
Whips should be brought in upon every | for East Mayo that it depended entirely 


possible occasion, so that matters might 
be decided without any reference to 
their individual judgment. He did not 
agree that the Clause should be postponed. 
He submitted that the reasonable 
course was to have the shorter dis- 
cussion first. The House should make 
up its mind whether the provisions with 
regard to primary education should or 
should not be optional. That was a 
matter which ought not to occupy any 


Mr. Bryce. 


on what was done with Clause 12. He 
did not despair that some arrangement 
might be arrived at when they came 
'to Clause 12, but if it was left 
as it was there was no power the 
Government had got to compel County 
Councils to impose a new church rate 
against their will. He ventured to say 
the central government would not do it. 
What happened in regard to Clause 12 
would influence his judgment, and he 
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thought the judgment of many hon. | this matter; but he thought that would 
Members, on the question of option.| be introducing into a debate, which 
He would ask the First Lord of the| ought to flow in a narrow channel, 
Treasury whether it would not be reason- | considerations of very much wider scope. 
able, first of all, to decide what they were | An opportunity would occur early in 

ing to do in regard to the machinery | connection with the Amendments on the 
of the Bill, and if the machinery com-| Paper, when it would be the duty of the 
mended itself to the majority of the | Government to say what they thought 
House he would have no difficulty in| on the question of option or no option, 
dropping the option clause. It would ‘and perhaps, in the meanwhile, the 
be the most serious step the Government | Committee would now be willing to come 


had taken for some time, if they com- | 

ed responsible representative bodies | 
ike County Councils to enforce an Act 
of Parliament which, in their judgment, 
imposed injustice and wrong upon the | 
majority of the people they represented. | 
He did not think they could do it. He 
did not know a single case where a local | 
authority had ever put into operation 
an Act of Parliament which created an 
injustice for the majority of their con- | 
stituents. Why should they decide this | 
question now? The usual method was 
toput in a clause at the end of an Act 
of Parliament declaring the extent of 
the application of the measure. That 


was the principle of draftsmanship which | 


ought to apply here. 


| Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped the Com- | 
mittee would now bring the discussion to a | 
close. It wa sperfectly true, as his hon. | 
friend said sister in the afternoon, that | 
excellent and solid arguments might be | 
brought forward to defer this Clause, or | 
any clause in any Bill. A Bill was an | 
organic whole, and it was perfectly true | 
that they could not judge of any one! 
part of it untii they knew what the | 
whole was to be. By postponing clauses, | 
they only went round like a squirrel in | 
4 cage, and they never got on at) 
al. It was perfectly true that the! 
question whether the Clause should be | 


compulsory was one which might be | 


televantly urged on such and such a 
Proposition, but the converse was also 
tue, and it was very difficult to decide 
what ought to be, or ought not to be, the 
provisions of the Bill, and whether it 
ought to be compulsory or not. They 
might bandy these contradictory argu- 
ments one against another the whole 
afternoon, and never come nearer any 
conclusive decision. He had been asked 

one or two friends behind him 
0 declare the Government policy on 


to a decision as to whether the Clause 
ought or ought not to be postponed. 


Sm EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he had not voted for 
the postponing of any Clause of the Bill, 
because he agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman that it was a process by which 
they did reduce debate to something like 
the action of a squirrel going round in a 
cage ; but there were occasions when they 
must go round, and he thought this was: 
one, because it was impossible to go 
forward with any satisfaction. From 
the point of view of education, which 
they would come to discuss later on, it 
seemed to him the most blighting clause 
that could possibly be introduced in the 
He was not prepared to lay 
upon County Councils a duty of this 
kind until he knew what were the powers,. 
and under what conditions these powers 
were to be exercised. In this case he 
thought there was some special reason 
for taking this clause later, so that they 
might know, before being asked to make 
the clause compulsory, under what 
conditions these powers would be laid 
upon the County Councils. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he wished 
to make one observation which «he 
thought was important. The difficulty 
which everybody felt could be remedied. 
The Report stage would provide a way 
out of the difficulty. Let the Committee 
| decide on this Clause now, and if there 
'should be any very vital, drastic, and 
| revolutionary changes in that part of 
| the Bill, the House would have an oppor- 
'tunity of discussing them on Report 
| and of deciding whether these changes 
| justified, or did not justify, the making of 
| the Bill optional. 


| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint Bor- 
| oughs) said the Motion before the Com- 
| mittee related to the application of the 
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Bill. Hon. Members knew that a clause 
relating to the application of a Bill in- 
variably came at the end—and quite 
rightly. They wanted to know, in the 
first place, what sort of a Bill it was. 
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They were balancing opposing considers. 
tions. There were reasons for taking the 


Clause in its order; but, on the other 
hand, there were, in his jud 

stronger reasons for postponing the Clauge 
until they knew what duties were to be 


He thought if they voted for the Motion 


of his hon. friend they wo 


strictly according to precedent. 


(3.29.) Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
(Montgomeryshire) said the illustration of 


the right hon. Gentleman 
in the cage was not avery ap 


Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen, Charles P. (Glouc. Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sidney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastin } 
‘Elibank, Master o | 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles | 
‘Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) | 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt.Hn. Sir M. Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 





| Hutton, 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


uld be voting 


of the squirrel 
propriate one. 





Noes, 167. 


AYES. 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

| Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 

| Harmsworth, K. Leicester 

Harwood, George 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

| Helme, Norval Watson 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 

lfred KE. (Morley) 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


imposed on the County Councils. 


(3.28.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97; 


(Division List No. 279.) 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs,) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, 1'. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R. (North’ts 
Stevenson, Francis §S. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan. E, 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wier, James Gallowav 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Edward Strachey and 





Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 


NOES. 


Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 





Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple,.Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D., Wing 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke. Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Manet 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin & Nrn. 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T’r, Hts. 
Gore, HnG. k. C.Ormsby-(Salop 
+Gore,Hon.S. F.(Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn, Sir John Eldon 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, RtH» Lord G( Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, l eneel Kent, Ashi’rd 
Harris, Frederick ' everton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hatton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennedy. Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
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Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L.B(Cambs. 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinburgh W 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mather, Sir William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Middiemore. John Throgmort’n | 


Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Hen 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(D’rlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 
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Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 





Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col: W.(Salop. 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 





*Srr WILLIAM MATHER said he 
trusted that the discussion which 
would ensue on the Amendment 
that he was about to propose would 
enable the Government to say 
what they proposed to do in regard 
to} Clause 5. He thought that in 
all parts of the House it was agreed that 
Clause 5 could not stand as it now 
appeared in the Bill; it must be 


amended, and even the Clause might be | 


removed, and a new one put in its place. 
The object of his Amendment was to 
secure that the provisions of this Clause 
should not apply 

“in a borough with a population of over 
10,000, or in an urban district with a population 
of over 20,000, where there is a School Board at 
the commencement of this Act, and, save as 
aforesaid, shall apply.” 
Then there would have to be added at 
the end of the Clause two sub-sections, 
in order to make the scheme execu- 
tive, which he proposed to add in a 
subsequent Amendment in the following 
words— 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES-— 
Sir William Walrond and- 
Mr. Anstrutber. 


(1) ‘*‘ Where a School Board continues in 
existence in a borough or an urban district, the 
School Board shall have all the administrative 
powers and duties of a local education authority 
under this part of the Act, but the expenses of 
the School Board shall be defrayed as herein- 
after provided. (2) A School Board shall not 
have power to raise money by serving a precept 
on the rating authority, but the Borough 
Conncil or Urban District Council shall pay to 
Se a Board such money as they think fit 
or the purpose of meeting the expenses of the 
School Board.” eis 


They were all agreed that it was neces- 
sary to place elementary education in 
this country in such a condition that it 
could be carried on most efficiently. 
The Government had provided for that, 
as they thought, by Part ILI of the Bill. 
Part II of the Bill provided that secon- 
dary education should ke undertaken by 
the County Borough Councils and by 
the County Councils when the Bill was 
passed; but before these authorities 
could undertake elementary education 
it would be necessary for them to adopt 
Part III of the Bill. It was a somewhat 
complex question to say precisely what 
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was the action opened up to these| The point of this Bill was that it wa 
county boroughs and County Council | necessary and desirable, in the interests 
authorities. If the County Councils | of education, that the starved voluntary 
throughout England and Wales did not | schools should have the same amount of 
adopt Part III of the Bill, then all the| popular support as the board schook 
voluntary schools within their area would | had had for thirty years; and, there 
remain exactly as they are now, and/| fore, his Amendment would rid the 
so also would the board schools. They | question of a very great difficulty, 
could not tell how long that condition of | Every denominationalist in the House 
things would go on; and that would be | might accept an Amendment of that 
very detrimental to the cause of elemen- | kind, because it would at once bring the 
tary education. Then as to county| voluntary schools into the position it 
boroughs. If the local educational | was desired that they should oceupy; 
authority did not adopt Part III,|and the School Boards would have 
what would be the result ? Voluntary | the right and duty from the rate 
schools would remain without any | to bestow their support on ali schools alike 
aid beyond that they now got for | for the purposes of elementary education. 
their secular education, as compared | The local authority or Municipal Council 
with the education in the _ board | as provided in Clause 1 would still retain 
schools supported by the rates; and | its paramount position; it would be tie 
that would be a very serious defect in| source of all expenditure, and, there. 
the educational system of the country. | fore, would have the control of all ex- 
There were three existing classes of /penditure, the executive action for 
authorities who, under the Clause as it educational purposes only resting on the 
stood, would have the right to adopt or School Boards. Very large benefit would, 
reject the option, just as they thought |in his opinion, result from the continued 
proper. He would endeavour to explain | action of the School Boards as the admin- 
a middle course between the absolute | istrative educational authority. They had 


adoption or rejection of the permissive | behind them thirty years of educational 
‘ powers of the Bill, and things remaining | experience; they had dealt systematically 
as they were. He would propose his| with the elementary education of the 
Amendment to Clause 5 stipulating that | country, with the result that, in some 
all the School Boards now existing in | respects, it was second to none in the 


certain areas with populations above | world; they represented enlightened 
10,000 and 20,000 should constitute the | public opinion in reference to education 
administrative educationalauthority. He|in their localities; they had enlisted 
did not tie himself down to the figures | among their members some of the most 
he had mentioned, and it would be | respected representatives of all denomi- 
competent for the Committee to alter | nations, especially of the Church of 
them. What would happen if the | England, in the large centres of popula- 
Amendment were accepted? They | tion; and, with one or two exceptions, 
were all aware that the School Boards | these representatives of various religions 
in towns, and in urban districts of a| had sunk their differences on the School 
considerable size, had for the last thirty | Boards, and had worked together for 
years conducted education with the | thecommon good of the elementary train- 
utmost possible efficiency in the schools | ing of the children in their respective 
over which they had entire control ;| localities. There were over 2,000 mem- 
and he had no reason to believe that they | bers of School Boards devoting most of 
would not provide equally efficient | their time to educational work, and they 
education in the voluntary schools in | had two and a half millions of children in 
their districts, if they were made the sole | 4},.:. schools. It was im ible. froma 
educational authority. His Amendment Ie a f vi —" 
was that such School Boards should be | PUS#Mess point of view, to find a better 
or more equitable system of representing 


constituted the executive administrative . oe 
authority for all board and voluntary | public opinion in reference to elementary 
schools in their district, and should distri- | education, than was to be found in the 


bute money provided by the Municipal | actionand experience of theSchool Boards 
Councils to the support of such schools. | They might, of course, not be theoretically » 


Sir William Mather. 
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perfect—the Leader of the House ad- 
mitted that few schemes were — but 
whatever scheme was adopted, they 
would not have in the country, for the 
next twenty-five years, an equaily 

tical authority. Why, then, throw 
away at once all the splendid experience, 
all the ripe knowledge, and all the 
perfect confidence of the people of the 
country, as regarded educational adminis- 
tration, which the School Boards pos- 
gssed, when, by retaining them, they 
could accomplish all the Bill aimed at, 
namely, equal treatment for the volun- 
tary schools under popular control, 
dficient education all round, with the 
local authority as the fountain head for 
the money necessary for education, and 
also the authority to control and finally 
decide what money should be spent on 
dementary education? He could not 
conceive how any business community 
could throw away such splendid power 
of direction, such experience and know- 
ledge in the conduct of educational affairs, 
as would be thrown away if the Clause, 
as it stood, was passed. Even if the option 
were withdrawn, he should still ob- 


ject to Part III of the Bill, as the 


local authorities would at once be the 
responsible directors of elementary edu- 
tation, without any knowledge or ex- 
perience, and many of them with not 
much goodwill. He could conceive that 
the local authorities would have great 
difficulty in appointing committees, and 
that, in appointing such committees, 
they would not satisfy the public opinion 
ofthe locality. The Amendment would 
pa public opinion immediately ; it 
would satisfy, he believed, every volun- 
tary school manager, and would satisfy 
the demand for the public control of 
public funds. Under the existing system 

was great friction. The School 
Boards demanded from the rating 
authority any sum of money they liked 
tospend in their own way; but, under 
his Amendment, that authority would 
be withdrawn, and the amount of 
money to be spent would rest en- 
tiely with the local authority while the 
School Boards would carry out educa- 
tion to the best of their ability. Every 
demand of the Bill would be satisfied if 
his Amendment were accepted; and the 
least. possible disturbance would be 
treated in the country by the great 
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changes they were introducing. He sub- 
mitted that the case for his Amendment 
was overwhelmingly strong from every 
point of view. nder it there would be 
practical business management, the best 
knowledge and experience would be en- 
listed for the purposes of elementary 
education in the more populous areas, 
the voluntary schools would be put on 
the level of the board schools, and the 
local authority would decide what money 
was to be spent in carrying on education. 
If the Amendment were accepted, it 
would enable them to pass on to and 
settle some very difficult questions more 
easily than would otherwise be likely to 
be the case if the Clause were not 
amended in the direction he had indi- 
cated. He himself should be willing 
to have the option withdrawn for 
localities below a certain population, but. 
so far as the great centres of population 
were concerned, his Amendment would 
very much strengthen the advantage 
which the country would derive from 
the change which they were endeavour- 
ing to make in this system of national 
education, and would give great satis- 
faction to all educationists. It would 
also rid every School Board election of 
anything like religious strife, because the 
School Boards would be elected for educa- 
tional purposes only, and would not repre- 
sent any particular religious denomina- 
tion. There would be no quarrel between 
voluntary and board schools; and the 
best men interested in education would 
endeavour to make their own locality 
the best educated in the Kingdom, with 
the greatest possible advantages, not only 
to particular localities, but to the country 
generally. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘shall,’ 
to insert the word ‘not.’” — (Sir William 
Mather.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘not’ be there inserted.” 


(4.0.) Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said that, as 
he understood the Amendment, it was the 
preface or introduction to a scheme which 
in certain selected communities would 
substitute the existing School Boards for 
the local education authority proposed 
by Clause 1 of the Bill. Under those 


2Y 





1223 Education 
circumstances, he asked for a ruling as to 
whether the Amendment as interpreted 
by the speech of the hon. Member oppo- 
site-was really in order, and whether the 
Committee had not already determined 
that it was not the School Board who was 
to be the local education authority, but 
the various bodies mentioned under 
Part I of the Bill. 


*Smr WILLIAM MATHER, interposing, 
said it was not his intention by the } prom 4 
ment to establish a local education autho- 
rity independent of, or varying from, that 
established under Clause 1 of the Bill. 
All he suggested was that when they 
adopted Part III of the Bill, the manner of 
the adoption should be such that the 
School rds existing in these places 
today should be the executive ad- 
ministrative authorities of local edu- 
cation authorities. Inasmuch as all the 
financial power was retained in the hands 
of the local education authority, he 
thought the existing School Boards might 
well be retained as an administrative 
School Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, on a point of 
order, submitted that the scheme of the 
hon. Member must be one of two things. 
The School Board in such a case must 
either be a new local education authority, 
or it must be a new education committee. 
If it was the first, it was contrary to the 
principle of the Bill; and if the second, 
the Amendment would come up more 
properly under Clause 12. 

Mr. BOUSFIELD 


(Hackney, N.) 


also expressed the opinion that this | 
Amendment should come under Clause | 


12. 


Mr. BRYCE said the Amendment was 
not open to the dilemma raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, because 
it dealt with districts in which the system 
might not be exercised ; and if the option 
was not exercised, then the School Board 
would remain the education authority. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : It seems to me, 
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regard to the explanation of the | 


Baring, 
hon. Member, that this would not be a 
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of a committee, because it would not be 
elected or appointed by the local educa 
tion authority. Therefore, I hardly know 
what name to give it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Under the 
scheme of the Bill, the Education Com. 
mittee is to be arranged by the County 
Council. It is not necessary under the 
Bill that it should be elected by the 
County Council. 


*Stir WILLIAM MATHER said his 
contention was that where this option 
was not exercised by a district, the 
School Board continued to exist. By 
Clause, a local education authority was 
created, but if the authority did not 
adopt the power under the Bill, the 
School Board continued. That point 
was brought before the House on the 
occasion of the First Reading, with 
great power and lucidity, by the right 
hon. Memler for Cambridge University. 
The anomaly was far greater than he or 
anyone else could hope to correct by an 
Amendment. He only tried to help the 
Government out of their dilemma. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: It seems to bea 
doubtful point, and. I think the best 
course is to give the hon. Member the 
benefit of the doubt. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said as the hon. 
Member had been given the benefit of 
the doubt he would endeavour to 
answer the Amendment as briefly as 
possible. The plan of the Government 
was perfectly well understood. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite proposed to 
leave the education authority as 


established by Clause 1 and to give it 


no power at all. All power was to be 
exercised by the School Board except 
the power of the purse. Did the power 
of the purse mean, as it ought to mean, 
that the Borough Council were to have 
the right to review the decisions come 
te by the School Boards? If so, then the 
School Board, an elective body like 
themselves, elected by the same con 
stituency, was to be put under the 
thumb of the Borough Council. If, on 


fresh education authority, neither would | the other hand, the Borough Couneil 
it be a Committee ; it would be a non-| were to have no power to review the 


descript sort of an arrangement, which 
would not come under the term either of 
a fresh local education authority or that 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


i 


schemes of the School Board, then it 
would be found that the School Board 
was the real education authority, and 
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the Borough Council had no authority 
except to find the money the School 
Board demanded. 


*Sm WILLIAM MATHER said it was 
quite a simple matter, well understood in 
America. It worked extremely well in 
Massachusetts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR.said he had not 
lately refreshed his memory as to the 
educational practice of America, but 
was he to understand that in that very 

actical country one of two bodies 
elected by the same constituents was 
subordinate to the other ? 


Sir WILLIAM MATHER said they 
were both answerable to the ratepayers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said every elected 
body was ultimately answerable to its 
constituents. He did not 


but it was not a plan that he should 
recommend the Committee to adopt. 


Mr. BRYCE said the right 


hon. 


Gentleman did not seem to realise that | 
his hon. friend’s object was to improve | 
the Government scheme and make it | 


workable. His hon. friend realised that 


the Government werein a considerable | 


difficulty in this matter, and he suggested 


that if the option was to be a reality it | 


was only fair that something should 
be substituted for it, and that the 
voluntary schools should be given the 
small amount which they were to 
receive under the option, if that option 
were not exercised. The right hon. 


Gentleman had not appreciated that th It was ttempt to deal with 
rt of the hon. Member’s argument. | 0l#¢r- gir ty re od Bhugy okey 
pa ° “hed te uneride fo, | case which the Bill omitted to touch— 


The hon. Member wished to provide for 


the case of the voluntary schools in| 
was | 


districts where 
not exereised, and where, in con- 
sequence, the voluntary schools 
would be placed in a position of difficulty | 


the option 
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| had said he could not see how it would 
_ work, but his hon. friend had given the 
/example of Massachusetts, which he 
|himself was in a position to confirm. 
There they had a Municipal Council and 
an elected School Committee which was 
|the administrative committee which 
| carried out the whole of the school work, 
/and was not interfered with. The only 


| partin which control was exercised by 


'the Municipal Council was on the 
| question of money. If the School Com- 
| mittee made an excessive or inor- 
| dinate demand for money, that demand 
| could be refused by the Council. There 
| was no difficulty in practice, for the reason 
that the law of the State regulated the 
_standard of education which the School 
_Committee was bound to give, and if 
‘the School Committee was prepared to 
|show that it had given that education 
and no more, that it had not indulged 
the people with educational luxuries, 
| then the municipal authority would be 
| bound to meet the demand which the 
| School Committee made upon it. In 
|point of fact, that system worked 
well not only in Massachusetts but in all 
| the States of New England, and no diffi- 
culty arose. It was quite true that any 
one studying the theory of the system 
‘could suggest endless difficulties. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s ingenuity might 
suggest difficulties in that system, but in 
point of fact it worked to perfect satis- 
faction. The suggestion of his hon. friend 
was neither that of an educational 
‘authority nor that of a Committee, so 
'that it was not upen to the objection 
that it interfered with Clause 1, on the 
'one hand, or with later clauses on the 


the case in which local option was not 
exercised—and he hoped it would be 
_ accepted. 

| 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


ifsome such plan as was suggested were | shire, Forest of Dean) said that the right 
not adopted. The hon. Member, at the | hon. Gentleman made the meaning of 
same time, wished in the case of boroughs the Amendment clearer, but he 
where the Borough Council desired to| was still not certain that those 
retain the School Board for the time| who agreed with the mover as to 
being, and at the same time desired to the admirable character of the work 
tetain their voluntary schools, to enable | which had been done by the existing 
this to be done. Under the plan sug- | School Boards, and as to the superiority 
gested, both those objects could be | of that work over any they were likely 
attained. The right hon. Gentleman to get from the rural counties, would be 
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well advised to support it. If the option | and a voluntary rate was levied and 
¢ ause remained, they would be left alone | plied by the Committee to the support 
for the present, and from what he knew | of the schools. That system worked 


of rural counties, they would far rather be | well for a time, but, finally, certain 
left alone than have this intermediate | Nonconformists asked why they should 


plan by which they would be put finan- | pay so much to keep their schools goi 

cially under the control of the County | when under a School Board they could 
Council. Personally, he feared the dis-| have, at the public expense, the same 
cussion was only of academic interest, as| kind of religious instruction as was 
it seemed extremely probable that the | given in the British schools. So that 
Government intended to allow the option | what formerly were British schools were 
to be knocked out of the Bill. But the | now run by a School Board, while at the 
Committee had to consider the matter | same time the Church and Roman 
as it stood, and, on the very grounds of | Catholic schools were maintained at the 
efficiency urged by his hon. friend, his | expense of the denominations concerned. 
judgment, as at present advised, went | The Bill would restore their old system, 
rather against the Amendment than for | but, instead of a Committee, they would 
it. have the Education Authority, and in- 
stead of a voluntary, a compulsory rate, 
| to distribute fairly over the locality. As 


Mr. BOUSFIELD agreed as to the 


immense importance of utilising, as far 


as possibleinthe new education authorities, 
the experience of those who had hitherto 
done so much in the work of educa- 
tion. There were men of all denomina- 


tions and of all shades of opinion, who 


were devoted to the cause of education, 
and had served on the School Boards, 


'he had already said, the Amendment 
| would defeat its own object, because 
| Clause 5 would enact that the follow. 
|ing sections should not apply in certain 
areas, and Section 8, which was one of 
those sections, contained all the diree- 
tions as to the maintenance of different 
|elasses of schools. Therefore, if the 
| Amendment were carried, it would cut 


but the machinery by which the hon. | : 
Member proposed that their assistance °Utall the machinery necessary for carry: 
|ing out the spirit of the proposal. He 


h il f wa ly in- 
Coed le seemed of was Woyny, | would, however, be glad to see the Amend- 


efficient, and would really defeat its own | . . 
object. Personally, he would like to see | ment brought up in a modified form and 


some arrangement by which the original | discussed on Clause 12. 


Education Committees, at all events, | 
would be largely composed of members| * Mr. CHANNING (Northampton 
of the existing School Boards—say that | shire, E.), said he was one of those 
the School Board should nominate one-| Members of the House who had had 
half, and the Council the other. It was | the advantage of closely studying on the 
necessary that the Councils should have | spot the American system, in repeated 
some control over the Committees, but, | visits to the United States during the last 
at the same time, he thoroughly agreed | thirty years. He thought the hon. 
that they should avail themselves of the | Member for Rossendale had rendered 
services of those who in the past had to|a service in bringing forward this 
a large extent conducted the education | Amendment. If the First Lord had had 
of the country. In a district just out- | an opportunity of examining some of the 
side London in which he lived, they had | recent American reports dealing with 
for some years an admirable arrange- | the exact relations of the School Com 
ment. Inthat district there were Church, mittees to the local authorities in the 
Roman Catholic, and British or Non-| great American cities, he would have 
conformist schools. A difficulty arose | seen that the present Amendment was 
about keeping the British schools going, | Worthy of consideration. Under the 
and, as a School Board was not desired, | Bill as it stood, where the option was not 

Committee was formed on which all exercised, the School Board would be 
: left in existence unaltered, and undet 
the schools were represented. A meet- | exactly the same conditions as before 
ing was held once a year, the educational | Obviously, that would be unworkable 
prospects of the schools were discussed, | in view of the proposals of the Bill 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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and the principle of co-ordination and 
correlation to be put in force. If 
the School Boards were to be retained 
in any form whatever, they would have 
to be co-ordinated and brought into 
harmony with the superior authority, 
which dealt with the whole county 
area. In America there was in every 
case the financial control of the superior 
authority over the elected, appointed, or 
nominated executive education authority. 
Hedid not thinkanybody would advise the 
adoption of the American plan of educa- 
tion pure and simple, but he believed the 
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suggestion of his hon. friend pointed 
towards the proper solution of the matter. | 
If some such provisions for the full 
development and co-ordination of all 
branches of education and all classes 
of schools were not adopted, they 
would be open to the imputations 
which had for years been cast at de- 
fenders of School Boards. The mistake 
had always been that they failed frankly 
to recognise the fact that there were 
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not exercised, the School Boards would 
remain in existence. Hisj hon. friend 
did not propose that this new body was 
to have the same power and position as 
the School Boards, but he did propose 
that the voluntary schools should come 
within-the jurisdiction of this new body, 
and it was to have control, not only 
of the board schools, but also of voluntary 
schools, and full jurisdiction over the 
whole of the elementary education in 
its own district. They would probably 
have the appointment of the managers 
and the power of the purse, because they 
would have all the administrative powers 
and duties of the local authority. As 
the Chairman had read this Amendment, 
this new body was to be neither an 
educational authority nor an educational 
Committee, and it was very difficult to 
follow what it wasto be. The phrase- 
ology of the Amendment which his 
hon. friend had on the Paper, at the 
foot of page 12, showed that this body 
was to have all the administrative 


3,000,000 children in voluntary schools, | powers and duties of a local authority, 
for whose education adequate provision | without the power to raise money, by 
had to be made, and that some solution | serving a precept on the rating autho- 
must be found of this problem. It was a/ rity. The position would be that this 


cardinal error of policy, for which he had 
repeatedly reproached the leaders of the 
Liberal Party for not having the courage 
to face and deal with on adequate and 
satisfactory lines. Now, as regards the 
ve of the Amendment, however the 

ili was worked out, he believed it would 
arrive at some such solution as 
that suggested by his hon. friend. 
He believed they would arrive at some- 
thing like an ad hoc authority every- 
where for elementary education. He | 
thought the suggestions of his hon. 
friend were well deserving of the support | 
of the Committee, as pointing to a via 
media which would remove the risk of | 
serious mischief under this clause. 





Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said that he sympathised with 
the spirit of the Amendment, although it 
was difficult to follow its object. He had 
not been to America or Massachusetts, and 
he desired to ask a few questions as to 
the position of the nondescript body 
which would remain if this Amendment 
were carried. Where the option was 





body could not raise money itself, but 
it would have to go, cap in hand, to the 
Borough or Urban District Council. 
This seemed to him to bea sort of 
Chinese puzzle. If his contention was 
wrong, he should be glad to receive any 
further information from the mover of 
the Amendment, although he might say 
that, whatever was the explanation, he 
should vote for the Amendment, be- 
cause whenever his hon. friend proposed 
to negative any portion of this Bill he 
should support him. 


Mr. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) said it 
would be very useful to know whether 
this Clause was going to be made com- 
pulsory or not, and he submitted that 
the time had now come when the 
Government ought to make up their 
mind and communicate their decision 
to the Committee. 


(4.38.) Question ,put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 103; 
Noes, 246. (Division List No. 280.) 
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Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland, Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt nGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
bmemincone se fay 
howna, e, Sir M. M. 
Bi tet ve oe 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibeon (Lynn Regis) 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kitson, Sir James 
Latouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt Francis 
| Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Norman, Henry 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
' Partington, Oswald 








NOES. 


| Bull, William James 
| Carew, James Laurence 
| Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
| Chapman, Edward 
| Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Pe 


Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 





Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
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—- — — 
hilipps, John ford 
Pirie, p econ V. 3 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Robertscn, Edmund (Dundee) 
Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’rthants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr} 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Gallowa 

White, Luke (York, E R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Mather and 
Mr. Channing. 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Eitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore,Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanle 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Higginbottom, 8S. W 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys. Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. SirJohn H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.'I'.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
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Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(4.53.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
(Somersetshire, E.) moved an Amendment 
on Clause 5 to make Part III., with 
reference to elementary education, apply 
“to every local education authority 
established by this Act.” His object in 
moving the Amendment was to test the 
question whether Part III. of the Bill 
was to be optional or universal in its 
application. When the Bill was first 
introduced, it was the almost universal 
opinion among the friends of the Bill 
that it should be optional, and it ex- 
tended at that time to many Gentlemen 
who could not possibly be classed as 
friends ; but they had now come to take 
a different view on the Option Clause. 
What all desired was to see created all 





over the country a properly organised 
system of education, both secondary and 
elementary. They did not want a mere 
patchwork plan, such as they thought 
would be produced if this Clause stood 
as it was,and if the application of this 
part of the Bill was merely fragmentary 
and partial in different parts of the 
country. Above all, they did not wish 
to see continued a kind of chaos of 
different authorities, with agitation pro- 
ceeding, and discontent prevailing, in 
educational circles, even where it did 
not exist at present. There were various 
objections which could be urged from 
different points of view to the Option 
Clause. In the first place, there was 
what he would call the general objection 
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of the local government. He was as 
strong an advocate as most Members in 
favour of the freedom of action of local 
authorities, but he considered that Parlia- 
ment had a duty towards them, in that 
it should lay down definite spheres of 
action, and prescribe definite principles 
of action for them. In this particular 
case, he thought Parliament would not 
be performing its duty if it simply threw 
down, as a bone of contention, before the 
local authorities, the very large and all- 
important question as to whether they 
were or were not to have control over 
the great field of elementary education. 
It was true, as had been pointed out, 
that there was some difference of opinion 
among local authorities with regard to 
this part of the Bill. He had no desire 
in any way to minimise that fact, 
but he would remind the Committee 
that the large majority of the County 
Councils, as represented by the County 
Councils Association, had expressed 
their general approval of this part of 
the Bill. But the fact that there 
was difference of opinion among local 
authorities as to the desirability of these 


duties being put upon them was no 
reason for leaving it a matter of local 
option, to be wrangled over in every 


separate County Council. It was a 
reason for having the question thoroughly 
debated and decided in this House, 
whether it was for the good of the 
country and of education that these 
duties should be imposed on the various 
local authorities. What would be the 
position of the County Councils if this 
Option Clause were to remain? A good 
many Members of the House had 
expressed apprehension that the effect 
of the Bill would be to introduce in 
County Councils the element of discord 
and disunion in matters of education 
which had not hitherto prevailed. He 
did not himself regard with great alarm 
this prospect, provided that the County 
Councils had definite duties assigned to 
them by law, but he had considerable 
apprehension as to the effect of an 
Option Clause like this, which would 
leave it open for every section of the 
community to agitate as to whether this 
part of the Bill should be applied or 
not, and whether voluntary schools 
should be helped from the rates or not. 
He appealed to the House and the 
Government not to throw the apple of 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 
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discord into wrety County Council in the 
country, but to have the courage to sa 

whether it was for the good of the 
nation that these duties should be 
definitely thrown upon the local author- 
ities. Would the position of the School 
Boards be an enviable one where this 
Clause was not adopted? It would be 
admitted that the position of a School 
Board existing at the mercy of a County 
Council, having control over only 4 
limited portion of the field of education, 
and threatened every three years with 
extinction, would not be an enviable one, 
The Sehool Boards would be left in the 
very limited confines prescribed by the 
Cockerton judgment. Such a state of 
things would render “confusion worse 
confounded,’”’ and would make the state 
of education, with regard to co-ordina- 
tion and organisation, worse than it was 
before. And now as to the position of 
the voluntary schools. If this Clause 
remained and its adoption were not 
universal—if its adoption were universal, 
what would be the use of the Clause 
there would be most hopeless inequality. 
In one county, where the Clause was 
adopted, the voluntary school managers 
would have financial relief, and the cost 
of their staffs and the upkeep of the 
buildings taken off their shoulders; 
while in the next county, where the 
Clause was not adopted, the voluntary 
school managers would stil] have to bear 
the full financial responsibility. He 
ventured to think that it would make 
the discontent on the part of school 
managers far more emphatic and decided 
than at present. It would be analogous 
to what happenedin the West of Ireland, 
where the tenants of one estate enjoyed 
important benefits and the tenants on 
the next estate were denied them, and, 
therefore, felt their position more 
acutely, and complained of their griev- 
ances he more vociferously. He did not 
think the cause of education would be 
much advanced by this Clause. He 
reminded the Committee that it had, by 
its own action on Clause 2, imposed a 
duty on the new educational bodies of 
taking such steps as they thought right 
to forward all forms of education. There 
was also the very important financial 
duty imposed on the Government. The 
educational authorities which adopted 
the Act would get grants at the rate of 
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fs. 6d. for every child in attendance, 
¢ither at voluntary or non-voluntary 
schools. But if the authority did not 
adopt Part III., it would not be entitled 
to anything more than the diocesan 

nt of 5s. for every child in the volun- 
tary schools. He contended that these 
financial proposals would have to be 
entirely reconsidered if this Clause 
remained in the Bill. Of course it would 
be said that the inevitable result of this 
proposal would be to make all the local 
authorities adopt Part III. He believed 
that would be true sooner or later, but 
before that happened there would be 
many years of unnecessary discord and 
wrangling between denominationalists 
and undenominationalists. They had 
seen enough within the last few 
days to make it highly undesirable, 
on the part of 
education, to continue such a state 
of things in all the local educational 


authorities in the Kingdom. He thought | and education alone. 


he had established sufficient grounds to 
show the Committee that there was every 
reason to make this part of the Bill, if 
— at all, universal in its application. 

e appealed in the first place to the 
friends of the Bill. If they wanted the 
Bill to work harmoniously, if they wanted 
educational peace, then they should not 
pass this Clause. He was glad to hear the 








| 
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those who valued | ceived, it 





this Clause as the most blighting part of | 
the Bill from an educational point of view, | : 
and he hoped that the right hon. Gentle-| Dean_ of St. Paul’s, he was logically 


man the Member for South Aberdeen, 
who had the interests of education so 
deeply at heart, would be converted, 


before the discussion ended, to a similar | 
for East Somerset that he was mistaken 


view. He could assure the Committee, 
as one who would have to take a practical 
part in the administration of the Bill, 
that no part of it would produce worse 
results in regard to educational progress, 
or which would be more likely to throw 
the apple of discord amongst educational 
authorities, than this Clause. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘apply,’ 
to insert the words ‘to every local education 
authority established by this Act.’”—(Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.’’ 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 


W.R., Morley) said that his hon. friend | tenance and continuance of some 
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had made an earnest appeal to the Com- 
mittee to accept his Amendment on the 
ground that it would bring educational 
peace. He ventured to differ from the 
hon. Member on this particular question ; 
and he thought that if the Amendment 
were adopted, they would destroy any 
chance there might be to secure educa- 
tional peace in the future. In the first 
place, it would destroy the School Boards, 
and, in the second place, it would bring 
increased rates—and neither of these 
things would produce educational peace. 
It seemed to him that a great many 
Members on the other side of the House 
voted for the Bill because they believed 
that it would destroy School Boards. 
They so disliked School Boards and 
School Board rates that they wel- 
comed the Bill because, as they con- 
would remove education 
out of the hands of a special body 
taking a direct interest in education, 
Of course, those 
hon. Members might speak of School 
Boards in language more polite than that 
used by the Dean of St. Paul’s; but the 
action of those Members came to the 
same thing, and achieved the same 
object which the Dean of St. Paul’s had 
in view. It might be very well for the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Wigan to 
throw over the language of the Dean of 


tight hon. Member for Berwick describe | St. Paul’s, but the Dean of St. Paul’s 


was perfectly satisfied with the Bill. If 
the hon. Baronet could throw over the 


bound to throw over the Bill. His other 
point was in regardto the maintenance 
of the denominational schools on the 
rates. He could assure the hon. Member 
in his belief that to increase the rates 
would bring educational peace. He did 
not think that they, on that side of the 
House, had used very strong or threaten- 
ing language, nor did they want to do 
so ; but if the Government removed this 
Clause from the Bill, and compelled the 
County Council’s, whether they wished 
it or not, to maintain denominational 
schools out of the rates, and withdrew 
from the people who paid the rates the 
power of determining whether they 
should have School Boards or not, and the 





management of their own schools—the 
| only way they could ensure the main- 
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measure of educational peace, if they 
placed the financial burden on the 
shoulders of a very large, powerful, and 
influential section of the people of this 
country—then they would not submit 
to it, but resist it as far as they possibly 
could. It would be very unwise if the 
Government were to withdraw this 
Clause. The effect of the Clause being 
in the Bill had been to draw a great deal 
of support to the Bill which it would not 
otherwise have received. It had been a 
very useful bait for a good many people 
who were interested in education, 
especially in the county boroughs. 
There were lots of people in the count 

boroughs who supported the Bill, 
believing that under it they would be 
able to maintain their School Boards. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew that 
very well when he sent a letter to a 
correspondent in Newcastle, although it 
was impossible to say whether that letter 
was sufficiently persuasive to remove the 
objections of the hon. Member for New- 
castle. There were a good many people 
in Newcastle who had been friendly to 
the Bill because they believed that under 


it they would be able to retain their 
School Board, but if they found that 
their splendid educational work was tu 
be paralysed until the new authority 
had gained experience, it must be evident 
that that would create difficulty and 


confusion. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment said that the 
second Clause laid a command on the local 
authorities ; and he quoted the words at 
the end of the Clause, “if they think fit.” 
The appeal of the hon. Gentleman was 
to permit the County Councils to bring 
their duty with regard to preliminary 
education up to the same standard as 
their duty on secondary education. In 
his opinion, it would be wise to leave to 
those bodies the option of undertaking 
these duties if they thought fit. A 
grea. number of the County Councils 
regarded the conduct of education as a 
nuisance, or had other reasons for thinking 
that education should be administered as 
itisat the present time. Therefore, in the 
interests of education, it would be better 
to leave to these authorities the option 
of taking it up or not as they chose. 
Many County Councils would not do this 
work willingly if it were forced upon 
them, and there would not be the zeal 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 
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and enthusiasm which all desired to see 
in connection with education. Another 
danger of the compulsory handing over 
of education to these authorities, which 
had not been realised, was the element 
of officialdom it would import into the 
administration of the schools. A great 
deal fof the progress under the present 
system had been due to the close 
relationship which existed between the 
Education Department and the school 
managers, and a great deal of that would 
now be lost if this option were taken 
away. He hoped the Government would 
therefore not remove this Clause, which, 
in his opinion, was of great value. If 
in time to come it was found that the 
County Councils took up these duties, 
and carried them out efficiently and 
well, and there were only one or two 
County Councils which did not properly 
carry out the work, then the Govern- 
ment could come again to the House for 
powers to compel them to do so. 


(5.22.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the 
hon. Gentleman who had justsatdown had 
supported the Clause as it appeared in 
the Bill of the Government, but he had 
supported it on grounds which did not 
appeal to the Government, and grounds 
which did not influence them in framing 
it. The hon. Gentleman liked the 
Clause because he disliked the Bill; he 
liked the Clause because it would, no 
doubt, enable School Boards to continue 
in certain districts, and because he was 
very anxious that nothing should be 
done to put the voluntary schools upon 
a sound educational basis. Those might 
be, from the hon. Gentleman’s point of 
view, very good reasons for asking them 
to adhere to the Clause, but he need 
hardly say they were not the reasons 
which induced them to place the Clause 
there originally. Those who desired the 
scheme of the Bill to be of universal 
application, would be induced by such 
arguments as they had heard rather to 
abandon than to adhere to the Clause. 
He had already explained that the 
introduction of this Clause was a limita- 
tion of the scheme of the Bill ; and their 
reason had been that they were reluctant 
to do anything unnecessary to force the 
hands of the local authorities. That 
really was their sole reason. Reasons 
had now been urged to which they did 
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not attach much weight, though he; argument which could ever induce 
wished to treat. them with all respect, | them to keep this Clause was that as 
reasons which had been alluded to with | to the desirability of not binding the 

t caution and good taste. Hon.|county authorities unnecessarily; and 

ntlemen had indicated with great|that argument, he thought, carried 
reserve their fear lest any attempt to | some weight. But one or two things 
make this Bill of universal application | had happened since the Bill was intro- 
should pzoduce social disorganisation in | duced. In the first place, they had 
the counties, and lead to something in| greatly mitigated, if they had not 
the nature of a rate war. He did not | altogether removed, one of the strongest 
anticipate any such result, and he should | reasons which, conceivably, might have 
deeply deplore a course of action which, | induced the county authorities to be 
even if taken on conscientious grounds, | reluctant to take upon their shoulders 
was of a kind which no citizen of this the administrative burden of this Bill, 
country ought to talk of, much less|inasmuch as they had done much to 
indulge in. Some hon. Gentlemen | alleviate the financial burden. On the 
disapproved of the manner in which | other hand, if the Bill was to remain 
rates or taxes were applied. It was the las it was, two things would happen 
common fate of citizens in this country which the Government did not con- 
not to agree in these matters. They template when the Bill was introduced 
could not, and did not, all agree; and and did not attach the same value or 
there were very few questions of great | weight to as they now did. He was 
public interest which did not involve, | afraid it was more clear than it was 
either in the form of rates or taxes, some | at one time that, if this matter was left 
expenditure of public money. If they | open as the Clause left it open, the 
were to admit that citizens, whenever result must be that they would intro- 
they disapproved of the policy pursued duce into County Councils and into 
by local authorities, were justified in the elections of County Councils 
refusing to pay their debts to the com-|elements of difficulty and _ friction 
munity, they would be adopting a quite, which had never been introduced 
unworthy course. Could there ever be in these Councils or elections before. 
a less justifiable method of conducting It might be that from many points 


controversy than by such a rate war?|of view the Bill would not conduce 
Could any human being urge that it | to peace. But one thing was absolutely 
was an essential part of public morality | certain, that, in the temper of a certain 
that public money, collected by the | important section of the community at 
taxgatherer, might be used for certain | this moment, it would be made a test 
purposes, while the use of similar money | questiorf at every election in a county— 


collected by the rate-collector might “Are you going to vote for the adoption 
be so immoral as to justify the of the Bill, or are you not?” and the 
resort to extremities? When he County and Borough Councils, when 
remembered that in his own country not | elected, would be torn asunder by the 
oly taxes but rates were habitually | same embarrassing controversy. There 
used for supporting schools in which | were two other points which had emerged 
denominational teaching took place,| since the Bill was introduced. One 
and that whatever might be said of | referred to another aspect of the point 
the education of Ireland, nobody who/| he had just dealt with—namely, the 
knew its real working could pretend financial assistanceto be given by the 
that the education in Ireland was un-| Treasury under the Clause now on the 
denominational in any true sense of | Paper, and not part of the original Bill. 
the word; and when he recollected | That financial assistance, if this Clause 
that even in this country, in connection | remained, might be given in county A 
with other classes of schools, they|and might not be given in county B 
supported denominational They might say that this 


education | adjuining. 
Partly out of rates, it certainly did but he 
appear to him that if any such action 
Were taken it would be most unhappy, | 
illogical, and immoral. The only | 


would be county B's fault; 
thought that this very great disparity 
between the contributions from the 
Exchequer to counties which did not 
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adopt the Bill would produce a state of 
financial confusion which could not fail 
to be extremely embarrassing and pro- 
ductive of a great deal of local heart- 
burning. The other point referred to 
the training of teachers. The pro- 
foundest interest was expressed in. that 
question by hon. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House. The general conclu- 
sion at which they arrived was that the 
training of teachers could only be 
organised on a satisfactory basis if the 
machinery organising it was not 
necessarily confined, or perhaps not even 
generally confined, to a single county. 
The Government contemplated the 
distinct co-operation of counties in the 
training of teachers. It might be replied 
that this co-operation only referred to 
secondary education, and that the train- 
ing of teachers in the later stage of their 
career was left untouched by the Clause, 
because it only referred to primary 
education. He did not think that the 
argument was sound. There must bea 
scheme dealing with the teacher question 
rising from primary to secondary educa- 
tion, and embracing all the stages up to 


the training college stage, as well as the 
training college itself. That could not be 
properly carried out by a group of 
counties if one county refused to adopt 
the Bill, nor by a single county if impor- 
tant boronghs within the area of the 


county refused to adopt it. 
inevitably produce a degree of confusion 
and dislocation in any broad scheme for 
dealing with this most pressing ‘problem 
of education ; and, in these circumstances, 
it would be a most serious thing if a 
patti-coloured system of education were 
allowed to prevail all over the country. 
The changes in the position which he had 
indicated would induce him personally 
to vote for his hon. friend’s Amendment. 
He would not attempt to make it a 
Government question, Sine it was one 
of those questions which might be very 
properly left to the judgment of the 
House itself. 


Srk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said he was glad that 
the right hon. Gentleman had left the 
question to the uncontrolled decision of 
the House. He should briefly state the 
reasons why he intended to voteagainst the 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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had devoted a considerable portion of his 
speech to the reasons which induced 
the Government to incorporate this 
Clause in the Bill, and to the reagong 
which now induced them to strike it 
out. The right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to take up the position that 
he did not wish to cocrce the local 
authorities. Secondary education wag 
to be permissive, but the authorities were 
to be coerced in oe of primary edu- 
cation. The right hon. Gentleman had 
given no reason for this action. He 
submitted that it was most injurious for 
the cause of education to impose upon 
unwilling authorities a system for carry 
ing out provisions which, if they could, 
they would decline to undertake the 
working of. Many of the authorities 
were unwilling to undertake these new 
duties, because they had enough work 
to do now which they could properly 
manage. This new work was far more 
onerous than any they were accustomed 
to transact ; and from the point of view 
of business and efficiency the authorities 
were naturally disinclined to undertake 
a task for the discharge of which they 
felt that they were not fully equal, and 
which might make them in their county 
business less efficient than they were at 
present. They had heard of the manage 
ment of the voluntary schools, and he 
could understand the Councils taking 
over the management of a school of their 
own making. Under those  circum- 
stances they would say: “ We will see 
what we can do,” but they were to take 
over the management of 14,000 schools 
throughout the country over which they 
had not full control. Could anybody 
wonder that a body of business men 
should shirk a duty of that kind, and 
doubt their power to manage this 
enormous number of schools? Then 
there was the question of the rate. 
Everyone who knew anything about 
the counties knew that an addition to 
the rate was in itself one of the most 
formidable questions which could be 
faced by a County Council. Though 
there was some assistance from the Ex- 
chequer, the rate would always remain as 
a drag against the interests of education. 
That was a body which the people would 
trust for the purpose and support with 
the rates. But. if a rate was levied by 
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a body which was unwilling to under- 
take the duty, the effect upon educa- 
tion would be extremely injurious. It 
was idle to say that there was not 
giso another enormous difficulty. It 
was no use shutting their eyes to the 
fact that the religious question would 
gme in. Could it be wondered at if 
the County Councils were unwilling to 
introduce that element. into their elec- 
tions and their constitution? They 
naturally had a disinclination to have 
their elections or constitution influenced 
—poisoned it might be—by considera- 
tions to which they had hitherto been 
entire strangers. The moment rates | 
were employed for the support of 
denominational schools, the County 
Council elections would be made the 
fighting ground of different religious 
sections. That would be a perfectly 
legitimate action on the part of persons 
who were interested in questions of 
this character. They had a complete 


right, both constitutionally and morally, 
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to seek to elect representatives of their 
own opinion to the Councils, and, there- 
fore, the religious question would be a 
perpetual influence, working, in his 


opinion, against the interests of educa- 
tio. For his part, quite apart from 
the religious question, he objected to 
ublic money, in the form of rates, 
ovine applied to denominational schools, 
and it was only natural that persons 
sharing that view should seek to be 
represented on these Councils, just as 
those who entertained certain views 
upon other public affairs endeavoured 
tosecure the election of representatives 
who would give effect to the prin- 
ciple to which they attached import- 
ance. There were County and Borough 
Councils who would prefer to be left 
alone in this matter, who believed they 
already had as much to do as they 
could properly manage, and who felt 
that they were not well fitted to under- 
take this enormous task. But by this 
proposal the duty was being forced 
upon them, and unhappy elements 
were being introduced into their elec- 
tions—not only the religious difficulty, 
but also the political difficulty involved 
in the giving of public money to be 
disposed of by private persons. Such 
acourse of action would strike a blow 
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at the principles of local self-govern- 
ment, and at the independence and 
authority of local self-governing bodies. 
which had been recently established. 
There were in existence in many 
boroughs bodies which had been doing 
the work of elementary education. 
perfectly satisfactorily, and to force 
those bodies to abandon it, in order that 
it might be taken up by other’ bodies 
which were averse to it, seemed to be 
a policy unwise in principle, detrimental 
to education, and fatal to the respect 
which ought to be paid to local self- 
government. 


*(5.52.) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camber: 
well, N.) sincerely hoped the permissive 
application of the Bill to elementary 
education would be struck out. He fully 
recognised that the largely predomi- 
nating opinion on that side of the 
House was in favour of the retention 
of the option, but his friends would 
doubtless bear with him whilst he 
explained why he took a different view. 
What were the broad facts with regard 
to elementary schools? The First Lord 
had ‘stated that there were 5,500,000 
elementary school children—3,000,000 in 
voluntary schools, and 2,500,000 in 
board schools. Every member of the 
Committee would agree that the educa- 
tion of each child in the voluntary schools 
was as preat a matter of national im- 
portance as that of each child in the 
board schools; and that what was educa- 
tionally necessary and desirable for the 
one, was equally necessary and desirable 
for the other. But the financing of the 
two systems was entirely different. The 
finances of both came, to a certain extent, 
from the central Exchequer, but the 
Exchequer grants were not sufficient to 
conduct the schools properly. In the 
case of the board schools, the essential 
supplement was derived from public 
funds, while in the case of the voluntary 
schools charitable contributions had to 
be relied upon. The net result was that, 
although the Exchequer moiety was 
about the same in each case, last year 
each voluntary school child received in 
the way of local support 6s. 5d., and each 
board school child 25s. 6d., or a dis- 
ability, roughly speaking, of 20s. per 
voluntary school child. He appealed to 
every progressive educationist to insist 
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that that difference must be in some way | revolutionised, and if the same spirit 
removed, or the children in the voluntary | of liberality were shown on Clause 8 he 
schools would be improperly educated. | believed the hon. Gentleman would 
One direct result of this condition of| secure a larger measure of popular 
things was that, excluding juvenile | control over this public money. If that 
pupil teachers, ex-pupil teachers, and| were not secured, his position would 
“Articles 68,” there was in the be to a considerable extent modified, 
board schools one certificated adult and} He thought that before this Bill wag 
properly qualified teacher for every | passed into law they could improve it out 
seventy-six children (under the London | of recognition by its original authors, 
Board there was one to every forty-five | If this option remained, what would be 
children) whereasthe voluntary schools|the result? He should like to know 
had one certificated teacher to every 103| whether hon. Members thought for a 
children. Asto the total expenditure on | moment, if the option remained, that the 
maintenance, last year the Roman local authorities would generally adopt 
Catholic schools only were able to| Part III. and rate themselves for elemen- 
secure an expenditure on maintenance | tary education. He did not think for 
from centr. and private sources | a aoment that they would do so, and 
of £2 4s. 23d. per child, the Church | that was why he wanted this option 
of England schools £2 6s. 74d. and | struck out, for he wanted somebody to 
the board schools £3 0s. 2d. He} do something, and he was quite tired of 
would quarrel with anybody who sug-| these bodies contracting themselves out 
gested waste on the part of the School| of this obligation of doing something. 
Boards, and therefore, he was bound to | If the option remained, local authorities 
contend that not enough was spent on/| generally would decline to rate them- 
the majority of children attending the selves. They had eight county boroughs 
voluntary schools, and, as a progressive and 500 other urban districts, and practi- 
educationist, to do what he could to cally half the entire agricultural area of 
mitigate this financial disabilty. It was | the country, which had never yet had a 
time to put an end to the hopeless | rate for elementary education, and did the 
endeavour to secure education by the | Committee think that in those districts 
aid of charity ; it ought to be a public| they would now tumble one over the 
charge. He quite agreed that if the other, if left to themselves, to impose a 
funds came entirely from public sources | rate for education. In those districts 
the measure of public control must be| where they had not had a rate it was 
strengthened. But that was being done. | said that they preferred denominational 
The First Lord had already said that if| teaching, but he did not think he was 
there was any doubt in respect of Clause | doing any injustice when he said that 
12 as to the Education Committee being | with regard to the great bulk of these 
the direct servant of the public authority, | people the real preference was not for 
the matter should be made clear when | denominational education, but for a 
that Clause was reached. The scheme was | system which enabled them to escape 
to be a genuine scheme of municipalisa-| payment for either one or the other 
tion, and the Education Committee was to| system. That was why he was asking 
conduct its general proceedings in public, | that this option should go out. The 
and report to its parent Council.| Vice President of the Council once 
That was a distinct advance on the said that the people of this country 
present system, and he was certain that, would rather stand any form of reli- 
when they came to Clause 8 (e) a strong | gious instruction in the elementary 
effort would be made, even from the) schools than pay a rate for education, 
Government side of the House, to/and he had the felicity of being in entire 
increase the popular representation agreement with him upon that occasion 
upon the management. He rejoiced at | at least. Take, for example, the agricul- 
the extreme liberality with which Mem-| tural districts whose representatives told 
bers on the other side had approached | them that education took the people off 
many of these difficult questions; they/ the land. Would those districts use 
had frequently met the Opposition more | this privilege of rating themselves for 
than half way. Clauses 2 and 4 had been | elemeatary education? Take the case 
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af the great bulk of districts whose | the result? The voluntary schools would 
yoluntary schools were so badly equipped | continue to be starved, and if time per- 
today, and whose school buildings were | mitted he could draw a pathetic picture 
go antiquated. In these districts he had | of many of the voluntary schools through- 

ken upon the education question, | out the country. They would remain 
and they told him that they preferred | starved, the classes would remain cruelly 
denominational teaching. That was/ and unteachably large, with the apparatus 

foundly true of a large number of | stinted and antiquated, and the teaching 
Rrcted religious people; but with| staff both insufficient and inefficient. 
regard to the great bulk of the people | Therefore he thought those people should 
it was simply a preference forcheapness,a be made to contribute their proper 
preference fora system which enabled them share. The hon. Member below him had 
toescape payment of a rate for education. | said that if the option remained in the Bill 
In Preston the entire amount of money | the School Boards would be retained. 
raised locally for the year ending August, | What did that reallymean? The School 
1899, by voluntary subscriptions was | Boards would not be continued in the 
$4,400, or on the rateable value less than | form in which they had so long been 
3d. in the £ That money was only | known. They could no longer do night 
raised by a few devoted people who/| work, or science and art work; they 
believed in denominational education, | would be ruled down rigidly to teach- 
and they paid more than they would do | ing children under fifteen years simply 
if education was considered as a com-| the rudiments of education; and, as 
munal obligation. But the great bulk | he saw no means of improving their 
of the people paid nothing at all, and | condition, he did not think it was desir- 
these were the people who said they | able to retain the School Boards in 
preferred denominational education. |those circumstances. The result of 
This sum of 3d. in the £ had to be con-| giving the option would be that the 
trasted with a mean rate of ls. in the| voluntary schools would be starved. 
£. Let them contrast that state of |The interests of education demanded 
things with the educational zeal dis-| that they should not shilly-shally any 
played by the neighbouring town of | longer with this matter, but compel 
Bolton, where they found 19s. 8d. per| these people who had gone to work on 
head out of the rates for the children in| the cheap to contribute their proper 
board schools. No doubt the people in| share to the education of the children 
Preston would tell them they preferred |in their locality. They should apply 
the good old days. The Government | this Act all ‘round without ,any option, 
sent down the whisky money to Preston, | with a proviso that they must improve, 
and they spent half of it to relieve the | perfect, stiffen, and strengthen the public 
tates, and that was why he wasin favour | control over these authorities. That 
of striking out this option and com-| process was going on rapidly, not only 






pelling these people to do something. 
The town of Stockport also preferred 
denominationa' instruction, and would 
not have a board school under any circum- 
stances, and this was also the case with 
Wigan and St. Helens. What happened ? 


with the approval of the Opposition, but 
also with the assistance of the hon. 
Members on the other side of the House ; 
and, if this measure was not all that they 
desired, he thought they would be able so 
to galvanise the Bill that in ten years 





For the year ending the 31st of August, | time, with the exception of the Catholic 
1899, the entire local contribution for | schools, it would be difficult to recognise 
€iucation in Stockport, was £700, or a the private denominational schools as 
tate of about 4d. in the £. He wanted | Church schools which they knew today. 
to make them do something more than | 

that. Personally, he had taught in| (612.) Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembroke- 
many different kinds of schools, and he | shire) said the hon. Member who 
had never found any parent complain | had just sat down appeared to be 
of any religious instruction whatever. | eihabtines to make education more ex- 
But he had found them keen on not pensive and to increase the rates. 
Paying. Suppose the people agreed not to | The hon. Member for North Camber- 
adopt this‘part of the Act, what would be | well had a perfect right to use that 
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argument, but it wasa great pity that 
his constituency was not affected. Lon- 
don did not come within the scope of 
this Bill, and yet they found a London 
Member making an eloquent speech to 
make everybody else outside London pay 
for something which they did not want. 
He thought some of them were more 
entitled to speak on this aspect of the 
question than the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell, although he was a great 
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educational expert. The First Lord of 
the Treasury said that if the option was 
left in the Bill it would lead to friction 
at the County Council elections, and it 
would become a test question whether | 
the Bill was to be adopted or not. He} 
felt certain that if the option was left in, 
this question would be made a test at 
every County Council election. ° This | 
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County Councils, more than anything 
which had taken place since they were 
established. In his own county, g 
majority of the people were Non. 
conformists. The elections there were 
fought out on party, and not on denomi. 
national, lines. What would happen if 
the option clause were left out. of the 
Bill? The board schools and the 
voluntary schools were something like 
equal in number. At the present 
moment the Church people had absolute 
control of the Church schools. The 
only way in which the Nonconformists 
could have control over schools at all 
was by having board schools. . If the 
Bill were adopted without the option 
clause, a County Council with a Church 
and Tory majority of one would be 
able to control every board school in 


was a matter which would have to be | the county, with the exception, perhaps, 
settled at the first County Council|of half a dozen which might be in 
election after the passing of the Act, | Church hands. Was it likely that the 
and the electors would be asked whether | Nonconformists would put up with such 
they were in favour of this part of the|@ state of things as that? It would 
Bill or not. Nearly the whole of the | mean that the County Council elections 


Nonconformists on the County Councils | would have to be fought on party and 
would vote against the adoption of this | sectarian _ lines. 


There was also the 


Bill, and so would a great many repre- | fact to be considered that the Bill would 
cause an increase in the rates. He 


sentative farmers. He did not believe | cau pase 
that in the agricultural constituencies | believed that if this Bill became law, 
there was one county which would | the expenses of elementary education 
adopt the Act if the option was left in. |in agricultural districts would go up 
Hon. Members asked why they could not | enormously. As a representative of 
trust the County Councils in this matter. | the ratepayers, he held that they ought 
Why could not the Government trust | to have a chance of saying whether the 


the local bodies and the people to settle | Bill should be adopted or not. 


what they wanted in each county? | 
He pointed out that the counties in | 
Great Britain varied enormously with | 
regard to the accessibility of the principal | 
towns. There might be many counties 
where the committee appointed under 
the Bill would find it extremely difficult 
to get together, and where the work 
under the Bill would be enormously 
heavy. There were other counties 





where, owing to better railway accom- 
modation, the committee could easily 
be brought together. Why should not 
the House leave it to each County 
Council to say whether their own 
county was a fit one for the adoption 
of the Bill or not? The First Lord of 
the Treasury had stated that the 
adoption of this Amendment would 
lead to peace. His own impression 





was that it would lead to friction on 
Mr. Philipps. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said the hon. Member for Pembroke had 
taunted the hon. Member for North Cam- 
berwell by stating that he did not 
represent a constituency affected by the 
Bill. He represented a Division of West 
Ham which he believed paid a higher sum 
than any otherthroughout thewholecoun- 
try for the support of elementary schools. 
In that heavily rated district he believed 
that the preponderance of opinion 
in the district he represented was in 
favour of making the Bill compulsory. 
They already had trouble enough m 
connection with their Borough Council 
elections, without having this question 
introduced. It had been said that this 
difficulty would recur every three years, 
but, as a matter of fact, it would recur 
annually, because one-third of the Council 
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was renewed every Every October (elementary education was under one 
or November, if the Bill remained optional, | authority, andsecondary education under 
there would be organised attempts to| another, there could be no co-ordina- 
secure the election of members of the | tion and co-relation between them—no 
Church party, as against members of the | authority to help young children up 
chapel party, to settle the question the education ladder. Many a lad failed 
whether the Council should assume powers | to spring across the gap now fixed 
mder the Bill. What would be the | between primary and higher education, 
attitude of the County Councils and the and his brain power was lost to the 
Borough Councils? They were institu-| State He, for one, was anxious for one 
tions of younger growth than the School | authority which should take the child 
Boards, and the members of the Councils |}, the hand at its earliest years up to 
would be reluctant to crush out of exist-| the jast stage of school life, and with a 
ence authorities which had had jurisdiction | full knowledge of what it was capable 
4 _ ay ae He _ Poa of doing. Educational progress made it 
ene ce She Nonnens ong thes Foe '* | essential that in every administrative 
ment should make the work obligatory | seen met h thorit 
them, and not place upon their | °OUB'Y 4nd county borough one authority 
+ ome 1 ‘should obtain charge of all the elemen- 
elders the difficult tack, under the | tary and secondary schools, and should 
eee aan at Romie ont wes te be | Coe ones ol all. she aiiieen 


done. He was surprised to hear hon. | **"Y °° } 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House | Within its area. Turning from the 


come forward with the plea that the Bill |@ducational to the administrative ques- 
would cast a further burden on the rate- | tion, he maintained that if option was 


payers. The question here was—How was | left in, disorganisation would prevail. 
the State to get the best brain power out | Now, there were 300 little School Boards. 


of its children over large areas? It was | [An Hon. MemBer: 300 little Councils. } 
not a question of this sect or that sect,| No, that was the mistake often made. 
of this authority or that authority. Were; When they got a large area for 
they to lose part of the best brain power | election, with large duties and responsi- 
of the children, which they desired to | bilities, they secured large-minded men 
because some local authority hesitated te, a e paar duties ~ rar ssid 

to put the Bill into force? If a County bilities. here the area of jurisdiction 
Council declined to apply the Act, many | was limited to the parish, they would 
of the microscopic, pettifogging little | necessarily obtain only men with narrow 
School Boards would remain who in the | views of their responsibilities, men whose 
jast had made it their main aim to reduce | main object was to meet the needs of 
the cost of education to the community, | the moment, and to leave out of account 
regardless of the results. He did not | the necessities of the future, men 
a the age te acme’ would rs who would have a keener regard to 
given to School Boards was worth |the expenditure of a few pence to- 
struggling for. The First Lord of the|/day than to the product of that 
Treasury, in expressing his own opinion | expenditure in the years to come. 
om this Amendment, agreed with his hon. | He believed that the transfer of juris- 
friend that the main object of the Bill | giction to the County Councils would 
was reduced in effect so long as the option | he the transfer of educational adminis- 
Patina Soleng asthe option emaine! ‘sation and onganiation to. men with 
measure. It delayed co-ordination, and left ange comenptions' of Sher duties. Let 
Rcciteenitaal aiteetadeneaiieel tains. the Committee look for a moment at 
ay iis Mieadh Wiaitadh ankles ten the confusion that would arise from the 
ednsirabl and the County Cou oil mi ht apnes: One soneny: Waengh. wows 
be Bdmirabile but it vat ennitiel that oe -” rere oe wees re 
; - |linquish its right to do so; in some 

- ae ge te se a ae | cases there would be a single authority, 
on eee eee |and in other cases there might be four 
out its system of higher education, how | authorities exercising jurisdiction within 
could it aid or supply secondary instruc- the same area. The main plea for the 
tion, unless it knew what was being done | abolition of the option was founded {on 


in the elementary schools? So long as | the needs of the voluntary schools. There 
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were 3,000,000 children in these volun- 
tary schools, many of whom had the 
choice to go elsewhere, but had pre- 
ferred to remain in the voluntary 
schools. It was often suggested in the 
House that the children who were 
in the voluntary schools were there 
because they had no option; but in 
town after town, all over the country, 
where board and voluntary schools were 
side by side, the parents still preferred 
the vdliialaicy schools, in spite of the dis- 
advantages which often attended the 
admission of their children to these 
schools. Without any regard te the 
sort of differences of religion, he pleaded 
with the Committee to do something to 
protect these children in the voluntary 
schools, and secure them from the handi- 
capping they had long endured. What 
was the position? Lack of money had 
necessitated the employment of incom- 
reg teachers, and those who would 

eep the clause in its optional form in 
the Bill would perpetuate in many dis- 
tricts the retention of these incompetent 
teachers. There were 17,000 young 
women teachers whose sole qualification 


for the teaching profession was that 
they had been vaccinated ; and of these 
17,000, 14,000 were in the voluntary 


schools. Managers of these schools 
would get rid of the incompetent 
teachers, but they had not the money. 
Boys and girls were used to teach 
children—a system which every other 
country in Europe said could only lead 
to unsatisfactory results. Was that to 
be perpetuated? He pleaded not for 
the Church, but he held that every 
child, whatever the faith of its father, 
had a right to receive the same treat- 
ment from the State and the same 
opportunities for obtaining the best educa- 
tion possible. He was not prepared to 
leave it in the power of any administrative 
county, governed bya feeling of parsimony, 
to condemn these children to the life of 
educational poverty which they had too 
long endured. He wanted equality of 
treatment, and equal distribution of aid 
in every part of the country. This Bill 
had been argued throughout the country 
as though the option were out of it. [Mr. 
Ba.Lrour: Hear, hear!] No sane man— 
he cared not what his creed or party 
politics might be—could believe that it was 
possible to work this Bill with the option 
clause in it. So far as he was concerned 


Mr. Ernest Grey. 
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he would sooner keep the present condition 
of affairs than take the Bill with the option 
clause retained in it. This option must 
go, and he trusted that the Committes 
would so decide, by such a substantial 
majority as to show the administrative 
County Councils that, whatever might be 
the feeling locally, Parliament was deter. 
mined that the children in the rural dis. 
tricts should no longer be educationally 
starved. He could understand some rate. 
payers, labouring under the present heavy 
rating, would say that no option only 
meant another burden ; yet he thought it 
his duty to take a broader outlook than 
those of his constituents who adopted that 
view. He saw no reason to be ashamed 
of that attitude, and he would support the 
Amendment as far as he could. 


(6.40.) Str JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said he confessed he 
could not count himself an educational ex- 
pert, but he had been obliged to give con- 
siderable attention to educational matters 
in his own locality. The position he had 
always taken was, that where publicmoney 
was given for educational purposes there 
should be popular control to see that it was 
well spent. When they considered there 
were something like three million children 
in the voluntary schools atthe presenttime, 
he looked upon it as almost a hopeless 
thing to see how they were going to 
secure the position of these voluntary 
schools. As the country contributed 
about four-fifths of their expenditure, 
he looked with a longing eye for a great 
deal more public control in their manage 
ment. Attempts had been made to 
solve the question in his locality by 
appointing a Board of managers consisting 
of seven. Four of them were nominated 
by the parents of the children attending 
the schools, and three by theowners. In 
cases where the clergyman was a sensible 
and practical man, he had been selected 
as Chairman of the Board. He could 
not help thinking that it was a serious 
disadvantage to this nation that % 
many children should be attending 
schools which were not efficiently equipped 
for the duties they had to discharge. 
He would welcome any means to bring 
them into a condition of efficiency. He 
attributed the difference to the methods 
of education. He recognised that the 
board schools existed in large towns 
where the average intelligence of the 
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gild was higher than in the rural 
districts ; but, making all allowances for 
that, everybody would admit that the 
board schools gave better results than 
the voluntary schools. But one reason 
was that the voluntary schools were often 
starved. He could’ give striking 
illustrations, if he chose, of men of 
perty, staunch Conservatives, who 
prided themselves upon being the 
greatest upholders of the Church, who 
i in giving no support to the 
yoluntary schools, and he welcomed any 
m which would compel them to pay 
their share to the education of the 
country. He thought, when they were 
rated for the support of the voluntary 
schools, the Government would find that 
these gentlemen would be in favour of 
much more public control over the rates 
than there was at present. He desired 
tosee a national system of education, 
and he desired to see the voluntary schools 
more efficient. It was said that board 
schools obtained the best teachers; he 
was not surprised. Ag the board schools 
paid better salaries than the voluntary 
schools, and gave a better chance of pro- 
motion, naturally all the best teachers pre- 
ferred to be connected with the board 
school system. They must take the situa- 
tion as it was, and dotheir best to better it. 
Half a loaf was better than no bread, 
and he considered this Bill was half a 
loaf. Directly rates were raised for the 
voluntary schools, there would be strong 
pressure brought to bear on the Govern- 


ment to give greater public control, and 
he thought the best way to obtain 


eficient education was to support 
this measure. He looked forward 
to the time, if this Bill passed, when a 
more liberal Government would displace 
the present, and be able to take up the 
work where it was left by this Bill, and 
perfect what their predecessors had 
begun. He thought it would be a great 
disaster if this Amendment were not 
carried, and therefore his duty was 
to support it. He supported it on the 
ground that the increase in rates and 
the expenditure for the voluntary schools 
would be a great benefit to the children, 
and ultimately to the nation, through 
the increased efficiency of the children ; 
that the Government would, directly 
the rates were increased, be compelled 
to give a larger public control over the 
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schools; and that, if the Committee 
accepted this system, it would ultimately 
develop into a national system of edu- 
cation. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) expressed the 
opinion that this was one of the most 
important Amendments the Committee 
had to consider in the whole Bili. The 
option in the clause was now converted 
into an option to the supporters of the 
Government to vote as they pleased. 
The Bill itself was « Bill to give to one 
authority the control of all education, 
and his fear had been that in giving the 
control of primary and secondary educa- 
tion to one authority, there was a serious 
danger of overweighting the authority 
and thus precluding it from giving to 
secondary education the time and con- 
sideration it required. He should have 
preferred to have given the control only 
with regard to secondary education, but 
the Committee had decided otherwise, 
and the fact would profoundly affect the 
decision at which they might ultimately 
arrive. The option in the Bill was, 
according to the way in which it was 
viewed, either ridiculous or cruel. It 
was meant to be an option as to whether 
these local authorities should undertake 
to control elementary education or not ; 
but if the local authorities decided not 
to take over the control of elementary 
education, great injustice to the volun- 
tary schools was involved. Obviously, as 
had been stated, an option of the kind 
would mean that at every election of a 
Borough or County Council this question 
would be made a test question, and the 
ratepayer would have to decide whether 
he preferred to save his money or to help 
the voluntary schools. The position, 
therefore, was that cn the one hand the 
authorities were over-weighted by having 
the control forced upon them of all 
education at once, with the consequent 
danger of secondary education being 
neglected to a greater degree than 
elementary ; and on the other hand, if the 
option was left in the Bill, and the School 
Boards were left untouched, they were 
shorn by the Cockerton judgment of many 
powers which they possessed in the past. 
There had to be faced the impossibility of 
that co-ordination which all desired to 
secure, and the fact that the School Boards 
would not have any voice in the training of 
the teachers ; besides which, there was the 
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new financial proposal of the Government, 
.which would injuriously prejudice all 
those bodies which did not adopt Part 3 
of the Bill. He felt, after great considera- 
tion, that he must support the exclusion 
of this option clause. He would have 
liked to retain it for the large towns, but 
he saw the disadvan of a patchwork 
system. In larger counties, Councils would 
necessarily have to institute large schemes 
of devolution for management of details. 





{COMMONS} 





*Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) said he was going to vote for this 
Amendment, but he was going to vote for 
it without any enthusiasm and with very 
considerable reluctance. The Committee 
would understand why he looked upon 
this vote as a reluctant necessity, when he 
told them he had for fifteen years served 
upon the Newcastle School rd—in a 
not unimportant capacity—which, in his 
opinion, had done what they considered to 
be excellent educational work for the town; 
and naturally he could not with any great 
enthusiasm take part in a proceeding 
which must involve, as far as he could see 
at present, the extinction of that Board, 





in common with other large School Boards 
in the country. It must always be a 
matter for regret that hon. Members in | 
these debates had divided themselvesfar too | 
much into two parties, for School Boards or 
for volun schools. He, with the hon. | 
Member for North Camberwell and one or | 
two others, had been for both board schools | 
and voluntary schools. His sympathies | 
had always been for the cause of education, | 
whether it had been carried out by the | 
voluntary system or by the School rd | 
system. It was for that reason that he | 
welcomed the optional clause when the | 
Bill originally appeared ; but when, a few 
days after, the Bill appeared in print, an 
examination showed that the exercise of 
that option involved practically the 
extinction or the slow starvation of the 
voluntary schools, then he saw that in 
Tt was an 


reality it was no option at all. 
— that could only be exercised at 


the expense of the voluntary schools. It 
was for that reason that he ventured to 
criticise the action of the Government, not 

he was against the option 
itself, but because he was against an 
option that was no option at all. 
The complaint some of them had was 
that they were left to choose between 
two alternatives— the alternative of 





maintaining School Boards and starving 
Mr. Emmott. 
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voluntary schools, and that of extinguish- 
ing School Boards and maintainj 
voluntary schools, and, of course, 
schools as well, because the extinction 
of School Boards did not in any way 
involve the extinction of board schools, 
He found himself, in common with the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell and 
a few others, in the position of not bei 
able to choose what they liked best, mane 
having to choose that which they disliked 
the least. It was upon financial grounds, 
if for no other ‘reason, that he had 
reluctantly come to the conclusion that 
it was better, in the interests of education 
generally, to adopt this Amendment, 
with qualifications which, he hoped, 
would afterwards appear under Clause 
12, than to leave the option as it was 
originally in the Bill. He yet lived in 
the hope that, when they came to the 
consideration of Clause 12, some scheme 
might be devised whereby School Boards 
in large towns might be maintained, or, 
if not maintained, revived, and constituted 
the authority for elementary education, 
plus, and always provided that that 
carried with it the obligation to give 
rate-aid to voluntary schools. 


(7.10.) Mr.- HERBERT ROBERTS 
(Denbighshire, W.) congratulated the hon. 
Member for Newcastle, who spoke with a 
peculiar weight upon this matter. With 
many of the views of the hon. Member he 
was in entire agreement, but he felt that, 
holding such views as the hon. Gentle- 
man iid with regard to School Board 
education, he would have more loyally 
expressed his regard for that institution 
if he had abstained from voting on this. 
Amendment. One of the reasons given 
by the hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Chester-le-Street Division for supporting 
the Amendment was the possibility, if the 
Bill became compulsory, that it might be 
followed by political consequences to 
the advantage of the Liberal Party, but 
that was a consideration which ought not 
to affect thediscussion of a Bill of this kind. 
He was sorry to hear the Member for 
North West Ham take the line he had with 
regard to the work done by the rural 
School Boards. That work had not been 
by any means perfect, but, being a Member 
for an agricultural constituency, 4 
knowing the circumstances under which 
these bodies were compelled to work, he 


thought the epithets applied by the hon. 
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Member were not such as should be gener- 
ally applied to the School Boards in rural 
districts. He would, having dealt with 
these matters, state briefly the grounds 
which he, at all events, should not 

vote for the Amendment. A great deal 
ded on the final form in which 
(lause 12 emerged from that House, but 
had no kind of assurance from the 
Government that those alterations would 
take place which would enable them 
emscientiously to vote for this Amend- 
ment. He could not vote for it, because 
he believed that the Bill itself would 
not conduce to educational peace ; and 
utless they were certain that it would 
not light the torch of discord in every 
county they ought to hesitate on educa- 
tional grounds before they voted for 
the Amendment. One good result 
ot the Amendment had been that 
it had brought before the Committee 
and the country the clear issue at stake. 
The mover of it had stated that the 
ject of the Government was to help the 
untary schools, and it was as well that 
itshould be understood what the object of 
the Bill was. They did not object to the 
Amendment on that ground however, but 


upon the ground that, in helping the 
voluntary schools in this way, certain 
aati they held were violated, and, 


though that might not be the view of the 
majority of the Members of the Com- 
mittee, he and others believed that good 
educational work could not be done by 
helping schools while by so doing those 
lelping them violated the principle of 
justice which lay at the root of educa- 
tion,'as at the root of everything else. 
Speaking for himself, he believed he best 


apressed the predominating Welsh | 


opinion when he said that they desired 
to have a free hand in the matter. If the 
Bill was a good Bill when it finally left 
the House, and if greater popular 
control was given, he had no doubt that 
wery Welsh County Council would 

to exercise the option under this 
clause. Upon these general grounds, 
because he feared that if the option was 
excluded educational peace would not 
follow, and because he believed that in 
such a great educational reform they 
thould go hand in hand with public 
‘pinion in every part of the country, he 
thould give his vote against the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) regarded the Clause, which 
was proposed to be dealt with so 
cavalierly by this Amendment, as the 
central Clause of the Bill; and yet, not 
only on the Treasury Bench, but in 
every. part of the House, it was now 
being treated as though it were a mere 
secondary matter. The supporters of 
the Government had been told that 
they might vote as they pleased, there- 
fore they might have the appalling 
spectacle of the two main supporters of 
the Bill voting in different lobbies, 
the Vice President going one way, 
and the First Lord the other. The 
Amendment had been advocated, not 
only in the name of education, but also 
in the name of expense. The hon. 
Members for North Camberwell and North 
West Ham had openly avowed that what 
they were going for was the money. 
He could not, however, regard with the 
same satisfaction the enormous increase 
both of rates and taxation involved in 
the Bill But more than once it had 
suggested itself that the real question 
at issue was not a question of education, 
or even of expense, but of predominance 
between two Parties in the Ministry ; 
that it was a question of whether the 
Socinian Nonconformist element of 
Birmingham or the Episcopalian element 
‘of Hatfield was to get the upper 
' hand; whether, in short, they were 
‘to be led by the seraphic piety of the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich, 
'or whether they were to be chained to 
the Nonconformist caucus hailing from 
Birmingham. It was common knowledge 
that the reason for this option being 
embodied in the Bill was that 4 com- 
promise had been arrived at between 
these elements by the various peromnge 
engaged in framing the Measure. He 
did not now ask whether the com- 
promise was a good or a bad one, but 
at any rate strange things had happened 
to it. On the previous night the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich had 
been subjected to.a sort of Sicilian 
vespers, and had expired, so to speak, 
threatening vengeance on his assassins ; 
to-day there had been a sort of St. 
Bartholomew’s massacre of Huguenot 
Nonconformists; and in what sort of 
lame agreement or compromise it was 
all going to end he did not know. 
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Being against the increase of rates, but 
certainly a devout friend of education, 
and with a bias to a single authority, he 
found himself in a strange and awkward 
position. He could get no guidance from 
the Government. Education was not one 
of his special questions ; but he had sat 
at the feet of the Vice President of 
the Council, then at those of the 
First Lord of the Treasury, while, if 
neither of those right hon. Gentlemen was 
present, he sat at the feet of the President 
of the Local Government Board until 
that eminent Minister closured him. But 
after all this sitting he obtained no 
guidance from the Government with 
regard to a Clause upon which, in his 
opinion, the whole remainder of the Bill 
depended. Under these circumstances 
he had the gravest doubts about the 
matter, and when he saw the Amendment 
to this most important Clause supported 
on such grounds as had been put forward, 
he, in the absence of the guidance he had 
a right to look for from the Government, 
felt it to be his bounden duty not to vote 
on either side. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said | 


the case against the Amendment was 
best made out by the author of the Bill at 
an early stage of the discussion. Much 
support was obtained for the Measure 
upon its introduction upon the under- 
standing that this option would be given. 
If the Amendment were carried, there 
would be thrown at the head of every 
County Council a great educational under- 
taking, greater than many subjects put 
together with which the Councils now had 
to deal, and to properly manage which 
most Councils had neither the time nor 
opportunity. The whole administrative 
machinery of the Councils would require 
re-organisation, and he believed that 
serious injury would be done, not only to 
education, but also to the splendid work 
now being carried on on non-Party lines 
by the various County Councils. He was 
in favour of leaving School Boards as the 
were, and of giving the County Councils 
the right to say whether or not they 
would adopt the Bill. There was no 
guarantee in the Bill that a better class 
of teachers would be secured ; the chances 
were that the same inefficient class would 
remain, even though the Amendment were 
—— He hoped the First Lord 
would stand by his original proposal. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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*Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) hoped 
the Amendment would be rejected. He 
believed the Bill to be good from an 
educational point of view, and the Goy- 
ernment would be well advised to retain 
the optional Clause. He had supported 
the Measure on every possible occasion, 
and would continue to do so if he under- 
stood it was to be left to the County 
and Borough Councils to decide whether 
or not they should adopt it. But he 
was bound to say that if such of the 
Councils, as were practically unanimously 


against the Bill—although he thought 
| their views were erroneous—were to be 


forced to adopt it, a situation of the 
utmost gravity might arise. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Prugress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL 
(By ORDER). 

(9.0.) Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hamp- 
shire, New Forest) who had upon the 
Paper a Motion for the re-committal of the 
Bill, said the company had agreed to sub- 
stitute side standards forcentral standards, 
and as this largely removed his objection 
to the Bill, he would not move the 
Motion standing in his name. 

The Bill was then read a third time. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 5 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘apply, 
to insert the words ‘to every local education 
authority established by this Act.’”—(ifr. 
Henry Hobhowse.) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


* Masor SEELY, resuming his speech, 
said that if the Bill were passed % 
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originally introduced, he believed that 
three-fourths of the County and Borough 
Councils would adopt it, whereas the 
remaining one-fourth would refuse to 
adopt it. Those who supported the Bill 
most strongly thought the Bill was 
strong enough to stand on its merits, and 
that those County Councils who at first 
might refuse to adopt it would, in course 
of time, see that its effect was quite 
diferent from that which they antici- 
pated, and would adopt it. If the Bill 

edas it stood, three-fourths of the 
Councils would be in the same position 
as they would be under the Amendment, 
but if the Amendment was passed, the 
other fourth would be compelled to 
adopt and enforce a measure to which 
they were bitterly hostile. ‘To compel 
public bodies to adopt a Bill against their 
strongest convictions was a new principle 
of legislation, and it would be a very 
unwise thing, and, in hic belief, would 
end in confusion. When religious dif- 
ferences came in at the door, reason and 
logic flew out of the window. When there 
was an opposition so fierce as had been 
displayed in some quarters of the 
country with regard to this Bill, it would 
be wise to pause before public bodies 
were forced to accept these proposals. It 
was a truism that Englishmen might 
be led, they would not be driven; it 
appeared to him to be unwise in this 
case to attempt to drive the Councils, 
and he, therefore, skould vote against 
the Amendment. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he should vote against 
the Amendment. The Secondary Edu- 
cation Commission, on which he had the 
honour of serving, came to the unani- 
mous conclusion that at first, at all 
events, the new authority charged with 
the maintenance of secondary education 
should not also be burdened with the 
administration of elementary education. 
Until the new authority had gained ex 
perience of the new work cast upon it, 
it would, in his opinion, be unwise on the 
part of the House to throw upon it 
wider responsibilities in providing for 
elementary as well as secondary educa- 
tion. He believed that, if the responsi- 
bility of providing for elementary 
education as well as secondary education 
Was imposed on the new authority, the 
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result would be that secondary education 
would be starved. Why were they now 
considering the Education Bill at all? 
It was on account of the backward 
condition of secondary education in this 
country. They had suffered so much 
in their industrial and commercial 
interests because of the neglect they 
had been guilty of in this matter, 
that the Government had been com- 
pelled to take up the question. 


* Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 
Boroughs) denied that there had been 
any expression of opinion on the part of 
the County Councils in Wales that they 
desired to have a free hand in this 
matter as stated by the Member for 
West Denbighshire and the Member for 
Pembrokeshire. As far as he was able 
to judge, from the shoals of resolutions he 
had received from associations, federa- 
tions, and other ‘ations, there appeared 
to be only three points on which they 
were agreed. ‘The first was that the Bill 
was the worst possible Bill that could 
have been introduced, the second was 
that whatever else was done, there should 
be one authority for all grades of 
education, and the third was that what- 
ever authority was set up, it should be 
compulsory upon the Councils to adopt it. 
He should like to know how his hon. 
friends proposed to reconcile these last 
two points if they voted for the option 
which was proposed in the Bill. It 
seemed to him that they were rapidly 
travelling in the direction of an 
unlimited number of local authorities. 
As the hon. Member for Camberwell had 
pointed out the other night, the number 
of authorities had already been increase:| 
from about 200 to over 1,000 by the 
changes that had been made in the Bill. 
If the optional] character of Part III. was 
maintained, the result would be confusion 
more confounded. He sincerely hoped 
the Committee would pronounce against 
that, and would insist that it shoud be 
compulsory on all the Councils to adopt 
it. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said the 
question of the option should be 
approached in a business-like manner, 
in the interests of the national education 
and not in the interest of Party, and 
they should aim at arriving at striking 
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some happy mean as between voluntary 
and tend schools. At present the 
voluntary schools were badly off for 
teachers and money and they were to a 
large extent dependent on charity. But 
the proposal of the Bill was to remove 
as far as possible the schools from popular 
control, and, therefore, in his opinion 
it was a bad Bill, and ought to be 
opposed in the interests of the ratepayers. 
It was not a fair bargain as between 
voluntary and board schools. If it 
were passed the School Boards would be 

uillotined, He would part from the 
School Boards most reluctantly. They 
had been crippled very much by the 
present Government. 


Str JOHN GORST: How? 
Mr. NUSSEY: By the Cockerton 
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judgment. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I did not deliver 
that judgment. 
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themselves capable of dealing with the 
educational problem and now they would 
have the elementary system also placed 
under one authority. He knew it was 
held by some that that principle had 
been broken into, but he did not think 
so. There would be one governin 
authority, namely, the County Couneil 
and he believed they were already well 
trained to do this work. Upon adminis 
trative grounds it was absolutely ne 
cessary that this optional Clause should 
go. Such a proviso would practically 
destroy County Councils for adminis. 
trative work. When Parliament wanted 
business done they did not trust it to 
the House of Commons as a whole, but 
to a body of men who held one opinion, 
namely, His Majesty’s Ministers. iO; posi- 
tion cries of “Oh! oh!”] He believed 
that the Cabinet were agreed, but  per- 
haps there were certain Cabinet secrets 
known to hon. Gentlemen opposite 
which he was not aware of. In the past, 
County Councils had occasionally been 


Mr. NUSSEY said the right hon. | entrusted in good faith with optional 
Gentleman was practically responsible | 
for the education of the country. 
had disapproved the 


judgment he 
should have introduced some Bill to 
reverse it. 


Str JOHN GORST: It is the law of 
the land, and I have no control whatever 
over it. 


Mr. NUSSEY repeated that if the 
judgment were injurious to education 
it was the duty of the Government to 
alter the law. The elections would, if 
the Bill stood as it was, be conducted 
with all the bitterness of a religious 
conflict. Further, they were forcing on 
local authorities duties which some of 
them did not want, and he believed that | 
it would be a long time in many of the 
counties before anything was done. If 
the authors of this scheme believed in it 
they would allow their Bill to stand or 
fall on its own merits. and he should 
vote against the Amendment. 


*Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Glou- | 
cestershire, Tewkesbury) said that the 


If he | 





County Councils had already whetted 
their appetites on good work, but they 
were checked in their advance by the dis- 


powers on large subjects. They might 


go back to the institution of the police 


force, which was optional at first, with 
the result that very little was done, and 
in the end it was found necessary to 
abolish option and impose it upon 
counties as a whole. That was a proof 
that when a thing was made optional it 
did not work well, but when it was 
made compulsory those bodies who de 
clared that they could not before work it, 
afterwards worked the thing effectively. 
If, in the administration of roads, County 
Councils had been allowed option, very 
probably nothing would have been done, 
and the roads would have remained in 
the very unsatisfactorystate in which they 
were, but when it was made compulsory 
this state of things was soon altered. 
If in this matter of education the thing 
was made compulsory the whole discus- 
sion, whether it was good or bad, would 
at once disappear. It had been said that 
the West Riding of. Yorkshire was 
opposed to compulsion, and why! 
Because they said they could not do 
the work. He was surprised at this, 
on the part of a great county, 
because it was simply a question of 
administration, and if the adminis 


tinction between secondary and secular | tration of this part of the Act were 


education. The Councils had proved 
Mr. Nussey. 


made compulsory, the question whether 
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one religious body would be more 
favoured than another would disappear. 
It was most important not to introduce 
into County Councils that political element 
which would beintroducedif we gave them 
the option of applying or refraining from 
applying the Act. If, however, Parlia- 
ment said they had a duty to perform, 
that duty would be performed without 
difficulty and without exciting hostil- 
ity. They wanted a rule which was 
adapted to particular circumstances. 
The northern districts of England re- 
quired a very much higher expenditure 
upon what was called technical educa- 
tion, by which he meant that education 
which was directed towards teaching 
the population ‘something by which 
they would have to gain their livelihood 
in the future. That education ought not 
to consist of teaching little scraps of 
science here and there, in an amateur 
manner, for that was precisely what they 
ought to avoid. Their technical and 
secondary education, if controlled by the 
State, ought to be directed to something 
that would be useful to the people in 
building up this great Empire. Therefore, 
he thought it would be a very sad thing if 


this optional Clause remained in the Bill. 
The County Councils Association, which 
was a very large body, representing all 
the counties in England, had voted with 
only about seven exceptions in favour of 
the general principles of this Bill. That 


meant that they would be willing to 
undertake the duties which would be 
imposed upon them by this Act. He 
knew that the educationists of his own 
county were willing to undertake the 
duties, but they were satisfied that if this 
optional Clause remained, although an 
enormous majority of the County 
Council would resolve to carry out this 
Act, it would not be desirable to do so 
on account of the friction and political 
hostility which might be excited, and 
which would not exist if the Act was 
only regarded from an administrative 
point of view. For these reasons he 
should give his hearty support to this 
Amendment. 


*(9.35.) Sm CHARLES DILKE said 
that up to the present time the county 
Tepresented by the right hon. Baronet who 
had just sat down had not spent more 
than a moiety of the whisky money 
Upon education until this year. 
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Sm JOHN DORINGTON: And we 
have done quite as much good as the 
other counties who did spend it. 


*Smz CHARLES DILKE: In that case 
the right hon. Baronet could not fairly 
argue that they had beenchecked by legis- 
lation. The main argument of the right 
hon. Baronet opposite was that it was 
absolutely necessary that this optional 
clause should go and he used the most 
unfortunate phrase that the administra- 
tion should be entrusted toa body who 
were all agreed upon this subject. If 
education was to be administered bya kind 
of Cabinet consisting of gentlemen who 
were all agreed, the Committee could 
well imagine the treatment the 
minority in the constituency would 
receive. When they were told that it 
was desirable that these bodies should 
represent popular opinion he wished to — 
point out that in the county of 
Gloucester popular opinion was on his 
side, if they counted heads of the popula- 
tion. The right hon. Baronet stated 
that this change had been facilitated 
because some of the districts had been 
relieved of their heavy rate, but surely 
he knew that even these new proposals 
did not relieve some districts to the full 
extent of the rate. When he said that 
it was absolutely necessary that this 
optional clause should go, he was airaid 
that what he meant, and what many 
Chairmen of many County Councils 
meant, was that they would have a 
very much easier life if option were 
struck out, because of the strong popular 
feeling which would be otherwiseimported 
into this matter. It meant that they 
were not to trust the opinion of the 
people and that the whole thing was 
to be done in a_ holeand-corner 
manner without the people being 
able to express any opinion upon 
it. If the optional clause were to be 
cancelled because of the strong public 
feeling that would be imported into 
local affairs, the result would be that 
this question would be settled without 
reference to the opinion of the people. 
He was not surprised that some Gentle- 
men desired to escape the unpopularity 
of these decisions in their constituencies, 
but he maintained that they ought to 


be obliged to face it. They could not 
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trust the rural County Councils to 
administer matters of this kind with- 
out Party feeling. The Leader of the 
House had hardly made a decent 
defence of the change of front on the 
part of the Government in regard to 
this matter. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that, since his own speech 
upon the introduction of the Bill, 
financial proposals had been introduced 
which had changed the whole position. 
But why were those financial pro- 
posals not made consistent with the 
scheme of the Bill? This 7s. 6d. grant 
was only to be given to the counties 
which adopted the Bill. and why was 
increased financial assistance to be given 
to those counties which adopted the 
Bill? The Government had not treated 
the House honestly in this matter, be- 
cause, although it was supposed that 
this had been left an open question, 
the Government had already proved, 
by their financial proposals, that they 
had made up their minds to get rid 
of the element of option, which seemed 
al] along to have beena sham. Turning 
to the educational effect of the Amend- 
ment, he said it had been assumed by 
the mover of the Amendment and others 
that the argument was al! on their side. 
The hon. Member who moved this 
Amendment said that this clause would 
not be good for education. Hon. Mem- 
bers, however, could only speak for the 
parts of the country which they knew. 
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a Bill upon rural counties which was. 
opposed to all their best educational 
feeling, and which would put an end 
to the best system of education which 
existed there. This was really the last. 
occasion for them to lament the fate 
of School Boards. This Amendment 
killed the School Boards, and put. 
an end to them for ever. The hon. 
Member for Newcastle had told the 
Committee what enormous pain it gave 
him to put an end to the existence of 
School Boards, but if he felt such pain, 
as the hon. Member professed to feel, 
he should certainly vote in the way in 
which he was going to vote, and not. 
in the way which the hon. Member 
opposite had stated. He knew that 
by his action he was killing the School 
Board system. He (Sir Charles Dilke) 
was one of those who had something 
todo with the creation of School Boards. 
in 1870, which had been a greater 
success even than those who created 
them expected them to be. The 
whole fight, again, on Lord Sandon’s Bill 
in 1876 was round this question of the 
School Boards. Since 1876 to the present 
time, they had been a greater success 
than they were before, and by this 
Amendment the Committee would de- 
stroy all their accumulated knowledge, 
which was of such infinite advantage io 
the country. He hoped that they would 
hear no more of this ery from the 
front Ministerial Bench that they were 





As regarded three rural counties of | anxious to trust the ratepayers of the 
which he had some knowledge, he did | rural counties. 

not hesitate to say that they were | 
destroying the efficient educational | 


machinery which now existed, and that | 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
reed that all educational questions, 
they were substituting for it, machinery |which he looked upon as of national 


which would not do the work under and imperial importance, ought to 


the same efficacious system. Some of 
his hon. friends onthisside had prophesied 
as regarded the future, and the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell suid that 
they would probably improve the Bill 
out of recognition by its authors before 
it got through Committee, and it was 
upon that prophetic ground that he in- 
vited them to support the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for East Somerset. 
Of course they saw some indications that 
great improvements might be made, 
but he thought it would be wiser to 
wait until they had got those improve- 
ments before they attempted to force 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


be settled by the opinion of the 
people; but, he asked, where was the 
opinion of the people expressed? It was. 
expressed, and ought to be expressed, in 
the House of Commons. He did not 
want to reopen the- question as t 
whether the School Board system or 
the voluntary school system ought to 
be perpetuated, for that was not the 
question. Whether they perpetuated 
one or the other, it should not be 4 
matter of local option but a question 
which this Committee ought to decide 





upon its own responsibility. It was 
| quite wrong to allow a matter of this 
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kind to be determined by County Coun- 
cils or by any other authority less than 
Parliament itself. If he wished to have 
astrong argument upon that point he 
could not find a better one than the 
Debates which had taken place upon this 
Bill. Surely no public body ought to 
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one system of finance for one term of 
three years, and another system for the 
next three years? It would be impos- 
sible to obtain an efficient scheme, 
educationally or financially, under a 
system of local option. It was entirely 
a mistake, in his opinion, to give what 
were properly legislative duties to an 


be called upon to determine a great 
question of this kind except Parliament | administrative local body. If that were 


itself. Was education not a matter with | done it was impossible to avoid raising 
which they were bound to deal on their | thesame sort of antagonism and political 
own responsibility as a great question | contest that they had in the House of 
of imperial and national importance. | Commons. Of course they must thresh 
What would be the administrative | out questions of that sort in this House, 
difficulty if they had local option. The | but they would break up the adminis- 
hon. Member opposite was very anxious | trative efficiency of the County Councils 
to preserve the School Board system, but |assoon as they introduced legis ative 
he looked upon this question from ‘a | questions which excited strong feeling and 
much wider aspect. Was the question | passion. Hehadalways takenaverystrong 
of the preservation of the School Board | view against utilising rates for Imperial 


and voluntary school system a matter to | or national purposes, but he recognised 


be decided by local option? Hon. Mem-/|that a very large concession had been 
bers opposite wished to preserve the | made by the Government in regard to 
School Board system. Did they wish to | rates for purposes of elementary educa- 
leave it in the power of the County tion. He thought one of the most 
Council after a triennial election, to vote | valuable reforms in the Bill was the 
the system out of existence? It was the | proposal to spread the education rate 





same with regard to the voluntary | over a sufficiently large area and to raise 


system, Was it to be supposed that the | it by the county rate. 


same zeal andenergy would be dis- 
played by voluntary school managers if 
on a triennial election of a County Coun- 


cil the whole system might be upset ?| 


They might destroy a School Board at 
one election and reinstate it at the 
next; and they might destroy a volun- 
tary school at one election and rein- 
state it at the next. That, he under- 
stood, was the hon. Gentleman’s idea of 
what he called taking the opinion of the 
people on a question of this kind. That 
was not his view. The opinion of the 
alge was expressed in this House, and 
on. Members had to take the respon- 
sibility, and they ought not to shirk it. 
Let them not try to establish an admin- 
istrative impossibility and administrative 
inefficiency with regard to their local 
bodies. There was another point which had 
never been answered, as far as he had 
been able to gather, from any speech 
made on the Opposition side of the 
House. How would they deal with 
finance under this local option system ? 
They would have districts side by side 
Which, both with regard to rates and 
aid from the Imperial Exchequer, would 
be absolutely distinct. Would they have 











The vice of the 
present system was that they sought 
to raise the School Board rate from far 
too small an area. He quite apprec'ated 
why hon. Members opposite who dis- 
liked the Bill desired to keep the local 
option clause in it. If this local option 
clause were retained it would, he be- 
lieved, be fatal to the true adminis- 


| trative efficiency of the Bill. 


(10.3.) Mr. BRYCE said the hon. 
Member for the Stretford Division felt 
that his passion had been strongly 
moved on this question. He gathered 
from the force of the hon. Gentleman’s 
remarks that that was true. He could 
not say that he felt strong passion with 
regard to the Bill. It was a difficult 
question, and the Committee should 
endeavour to eliminate the element of 
passion altogether. He did not desire to 
approach the question from the point of 
one who was either a friend or an enemy 
of the Bill as a whole. It appeared to 
him that there were quite a number of 
points which might be considered with 
reference to the retention or the aboli- 
tion of this Option Clause and which 
were irrespective of their liking for the 
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Bill or not, and therefore he should |on this subject; and if they were going 
address himself specially to hon. Mem- | to have a difficulty of this kind would it 
bers on the other side of the House who, | not be better to endeavour to minimise 
he presumed, were mostly in favour of | and localise it by not raising the question 
the Bill. If they assumed the point of | in an acute form all over the country at 
view of hon. Members opposite who/|the same time? If they must contem- 
were in favour of the Bill there would | plate the possibility of this resistance, he 
still be many considerations to be weighed | would much rather see it in some of the 
before they decided to abandon the counties and boroughs than see it 
option. He did not at all deny that | everywhere at the same time. There 
there was a great deal to be said in| was another difficulty. He was surprised 
favour of the Amendment. He did not that more had not been said about 
think the case for the Amendment had | the feelings of the County Councils 
been put better than by the hon. | themselves. Some of the most important 
Member for East Somerset. The hon. | were strongly against the taking over of 
Member said with great truth that it | this educational work at once. These 
would create a certain measure of con- | bodies were entitled to some consideration 
fusion if they had two different systems | on the part of the House. It was a new 
existing. He said that the Government | thing in legislation to thrust important 
had proposed a grant of 7s. 6d. per) duties on unwilling bodies. He could 
child, which was adapted to the case of the | not remember any case in which functions 
Bill with the option, but not to the case of | so large and new in their character had 


the Bill without the option, and he stated 
further that there might be quarrels | 
over the question of the Bill if! 
they referred it to the next County 
Councils elected after the Bill passed. | 
They had been placed in a most difficult | 
and disagreeable dilemma. After all, 
the Government must have thought, | 
when they were drafting the Bill, that 
this clause was the better alternative. | 
They on that side were really defending 


been suddenly placed on the local 
authority. If any hon. Member could 
give an instance in which that had been 


'done he would be glad to hear it. It 


was an exceedingly large and difficult 
experiment, in the solution of which time 
would greatly help, but the Committee 


‘should remember that the local bodies 


were not equipped for the new work in 
point of staff. They would want secre- 
taries, inspectors, and local Committees. 


the Government Bill. He admitted the | There would be a vast mass of work to 
difficulties referred to by the hon. Member | be done, and they ought to have time to 
for East Somerset, but would they | prepare for the work before they were 


obtain peace by striking out the option ? | 
Would not very acute quarrels. arise | 
immediately at the elections of the next | 
County Councils over the educational | 
questions which were referred to them ? | 
{ Ministerial cries of “‘ No.”] Some hon. | 
Members opposite did not think so, but 
some of the County Councils themselves 
apprehended this very difficulty, and | 
they might be expected to know, and | 
therefore he could not think they were | 
any more likely tosecure peace by 
striking out the option. Then there 
was the question of resistance to the 
payment of rates, a subject which 
the First Lord had dealt with in 
a very fair and conciliatory manner. 
Whether the hostility would take the 
form some of his hon. friends predicted 
he was not qualified to say, but at any 
rate there was a danger. Every one 
knew that feeling was extremely hostile 


Mr. Bryce. 





called upon to do it. All he pleaded for 
was that the authorities should be given 
a chance of taking up the work at the 
time when they felt themselves fit for it, 
and not when they were without pre 
paration. He really failed to see how 
the voluntary schools would suffer if the 
Option Clause were retained in the Bill. 
He could not see why the proposal of an 


| Exchequer grant should not be adapted 


to the case of the voluntary schools, or 
why the School Boards, if retained, 
should not have the power and the duty 
of supporting them. If the Exchequer 
grant could be made applicable to the 
voluntary schools so as to preserve them 
from starvation the principal argument 
advanced in favour of the Amendment 
fell to the ground. He really felt that 
the financial part of the case which was 
dwelt upon with so much emphasis by 
the hon. Member for the Stretford 
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Division was not at all insuperable. It 
was only a question of modifying the 
Amendment the Government had given 


notice of, and of putting in a provision | as 
to meet the case of the voluntary schools | 


by giving them a share in the rates. | very important. When they were dis- 


There was nothing in this question which 
need determine their decision upon the 
retention of the option. He came toa 
point which had been dwelt upon by some 


of his hon. friendson this side of the House, | 


and that was the loss of the School Boards. 
He did not conceal from himself that in 
all probability the School Boards would 
have to go; but he thought it was a 


great pity that they should go in this | 


sudden way, so as to lose the benefit of 


the knowledge and experience they had | 
acquired. A particularly strong case | 
could be made for the School Boards in | 
towns like Leeds, Manchester, Sheffield, | 
The num- | 
ber of anomalies and difficulties in the | 
Bill were so great that it could not be. 
present, but let it be understood that if 


Birmingham, and Liverpool. 


looked upon as a final measure. It was 


quite possible that the necessities of the | 
case might drive the House back to an | 
authority specially elected for the pur- | 


pose of education. Then why destroy 


the School Boards now ?—those bodies | 


which in the great towns had done such 


admirable and useful work. When the | 
experience of a few years had enabled | 
them to see the working of the new | 
system, they might be able to devise a| 
scheme under which the merits of this | 


system might be combined with the 
retention of School Boards in towns. 
He looked with great apprehension on 
the difficulties that would arise 
throwing all at once such an enormous 
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better position for dealing with any 
unty Councils and County Boroughs, 


developed in Clauses 7, 8, and 
That observation seemed to him 


| sree in regard to the powers of the 
| 


12. 


cussing at the beginning of the evening 
the question of the postponement of the 
clause it was well observed by the First 
Lord that they should be in a much. 
better position to judge of the propriety 


| of throwing all these subjects at once on 


all authorities. If they knew precisely 
what the constitution of the authorities. 
and their power would be they would 
be far better able to judge whether this 
option should be retained or cut out. 
There were the questions which would 
arise under Clauses 7, 8, and 12, and 
surely it was possible that alterations 
would be made in these clauses which 
might change their opinion in regard to. 
option. He would suggest that the 
Option Clause should stay in the Bill at 


the Bill was so altered in Committee 
reasons might present themselves, when 
they came to the Report stage, for the 
desirability of striking out or retaining 
the option. ; 


*Sm W. HART-DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) said he would endeavour to 
follow in spirit the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman, who had advanced argu 
ments from his own point of view for 


deferring the operation of this clause, 


so far as compulsion was concerned. 


; | The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
7. j 


they ought to be patient, and that they 


|had some right to demand that they 
|should know more of the actual opera- 
tions of the future clauses of the Bill as 
1 : \it came out of Committee. The right 
whelming necessity, and no _ over-| hon. Gentleman said that it was perfectly 
whelming necessity had been shown. | true and well known that a very large 
Considering that the difficulties of the | number of elementary schools were in a 
voluntary schools might be dealt | lamentable condition for want of funds, 


amount of work on the Borough Councils. 
Why destroy the existing authority 
now, unless there was some over- 


with by retaining the option, and that 
they would otherwise be sacrificing the 
School Boards, he thought that the 
balance of advantage was against the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. He had 
one more argument. It had been said 
by the First Lord early in the evening 
that after all they were only at the 
Committee stage, and that when the 
Report stage came :n they would be in a 





and he suggested to the Committee the 
very ingenious device that in all counties: 
where the clause was not adopted the ele- 
mentary schools shouldreceive as a subsidy 
the 7s.6d.grant. He could not conceive of 
a more tinkering piece of legislation. 
What they asked for was to settle this 

roblem once for all on a secure and 

sting basis. The device of the right 


hon. Gentleman would not get rid of the 
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main objection of the Nonconformists to 
the Bill, viz., the principle of the pay- 
ment of rates in support of the schools 
of the Church of England, and, therefore, 
the device would produce very little 
results. After all, whatever course was 
taken they would be met with many 
difficulties, but those who supported the 
Amendment were in the main willing to 
face these difficulties and undertake the 
‘obligations involved. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that here and there 
there were important counties which 
wished to defer their obligations. He 
had been in the West Riding of Yorkshire 
_after the resolution referred to had been 
passed, and he found that all they asked 
for was that secondary and technical 
education should be dealt with first, and 
elementary education afterwards. There 
wasanother very important county, Lanca- 
cashire, in which every conceivable 
authority was clamouring to deal once 
for all with this educational problem. 
Was there any use, therefore, in saying 
that the authorities were not willing and 
eager to adopt the obligations imposed 
by the Bill? There was only one county, 
Northamptonshire, which had repudiated 
the obligation, [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Durham.] He wanted to know how, 
when, and where the fierce passions 
which hon. Members opposite had spoken 
of were to be aroused when this scheme 
came to be introduced into practice. 
He thought his hon. friends opposite 
would concede that on this side of 
the House there had been a general 
tendency to deal with the Bill in a 
generous spirit so far as the Non- 
conformists were concerned, and he 
might assume that when the Bill came 
out of Committee their position would 
be considerably better. If that was so, 
where were these fierce passions to come 
in, and where were they to be aroused ? 
Was there a single School Board school 
which would fall under the rule of 
the new authority that was likely to 
be disturbed if it was doing good 
work—or indeed either board Bae 
or voluntary school—and gaining a 
good grant. His reason for saying so 
was a practical one; the disturbance of 
these schools would be a useless ex- 
enditure, and the local authority would 
. as economical as possible for the 


purpose of saving the rates. It would 
Sir W. Hart-Dyke. 





be the duty of the educational authori- 
ties in the old School Board districts, 
as sensible men, to see that first and 
foremost proper representatives of the 
old School Boards were placed upon 
new Committees of management. 
Therefore, he maintained that the 
great disturbance and friction that was 
to come out of the Bill only rested in 
the heated imaginations of hon. Gentle. 
men opposite. He thought the Amend- 
ment ought to be supported because it 
would make a good Bill out of an in. 
different Bill. He himself never was 
a believer in an optional Bill, and he 
did not believe for one instant in all the 
terrors of hon. Gentlemen opposite. He 
gave the Amendment his hearty sup- 
port, for, as he had said, it would insure 
a good and practical measure. 


(10.35.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
that the right hon. Gentleman who had 
just spoken, and who, whenever he spoke 
on educational matters, was listened to 
with respect by the representatives from 
Wales, had given expression to one or 
two views in which he heartily con- 
curred. But when the right hon. 
Gentleman said that the County Councils 
of England and Wales were willing and 
eager to adopt this Bili, he asked—Why, 
then, not leave it to their option? The 
right hon. Gentleman had used another 
argument which he would have thought 
would have been against the dropping 
of the option Clause. He said that 
this Bill would be so altered in its 
progress through Committee, that the 
objections they on that side of the 
House entertained to it at the present 
moment would be removed. 


* Sm W. HART-DYKE said he did 
not allege that all the objections would 
be removed, but that many of them 
mi be removed by a more generous 
and liberal treatment. 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE said he was 
exceedingly glad to hear that from the 
right hon. Gentleman, because it might 
really assist in the solution of the 
difficulty. It was more than they could 
expect that all their objections would be 
removed. What he meant was that if 
their objections in regard to the absence 
of popular control over the voluntary 
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schools were met, a Motion to drop the 
option, made at the end of the Bill, would 
probably be received with unanimous 
acceptance, and, moreover, a week in 
Committee would be saved as well. But 
he could only argue at the present 
moment as if the Bill were to remain as 
it now was. He must assume that all 
their objections remained. If so, the 
dropping of the option was as serious a 
step as the First Lord could take. He 
ventured to tell the right hon. Gentleman, 
with all moderation, that he was on the 
threshold of a great mischief, unless hecon- 
templated some real alteration in the Bill 
in the direction of meeting their objection 
with regard to the want of popular con- 
trol. If the right hon. Gentleman was 
going to drop the option, he was doing 
it on inadequate grounds unless he meant 
to meet them on this point. The hon. 
Member for North Camberwell said it was 
necessary to drop option from an educa- 
tional point of view, and he instanced 
thecases of Stockportand Preston—where 
there was nothing but voluntaryjschools--- 
which gave no token of zeal for education. 
He said that if the Bill were made com- 
pulsory, these towns would be compelled 


to support their schools adequately. But 


would they? Supposing they were 
compelled to adopt the Act, what 
guarantee was there that they would 
give more in the way of rates than they 
id now in the way of voluntary sub- 
scriptions? They would get 7s. 6d. per 
child, and they would spend it, but was 
there a single Clause in the Bil] which 
would force them to spend a penny 
morethan now? Not one. The Edu- 
¢ation Department treated the schools in 
those towns as if they were efficient, 
and gave them the Imperial grants 
as if they were efficient, and that 
was what would happen afterwards. 
The Education Department would not 
compel the County Councils to do their 
work, and even if they were prepared to 
do it, there was no power within the 
four corners of the Bill to enable them 
todo it. Why did not the right hon. 
Gentleman withdraw the grants from 
the insufficient schools in these towns ‘ 


It was because that Preston and Stock- | 


port were powerful corporations. He 
contended that one result of adopting 
the Amendment would be to reduce 


the level of educational efficiency. The 


{9 JuLY 1902} 


Bill. 


education in the rural districts would 
not be raised, but the education in the 
urban districts would be depressed. Hon. 
Members opposite had attacked this 
Clause really as if it had been an Amend- 
ment proposed from this side of the 
House. One hon. Member said that no 
sane man believed it possible to work 
the Bill with option in it. It was not 
his business to protect the sanity of the 
Minister in charge of the Bill. Unless 
rumour was alying jade, this Clause was 
the work of the only Minister in this 
House who had had experience of local 
government. He thought it very un- 
fortunate that the Clause should be pro- 
ceeded with in the absence of that 
Minister, an absence they all regretted, 
more especially the cause of it. The hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Chester-le- 
Street Division had said that half a 
loaf was better than no bread. It de- 
pended entirely upon the quality of the 
bread ; for if that bread was poisonous 
he would prefer no loaf. He ventured 
to say that if the Bill was carried in its 
present form passions would be raised 
in the country the like of which men of 
the present generation had never seen. 
A resolution was carried the other day— 
he expressed no opinion on it at the 
present moment: it was not necessary— 
by the whole body of the Welsh Congre- 
gationalists, who were responsible men, 
and whose leaders were men of known 
confidence, declaring that if the Bill were 
passed in its present form they would 
deem it their bounden duty to resist the 
payment of rates for the voluntary 
schools. It was folly for the Committee 
to ignore such facts. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury said that if he resisted the payment 
of rates it would be an immoral proceed- 
ing. He shouldlike to know why. Ifa 
man had a conscientious objection to 
obeying the law, was it an immoral act 
for him to defy it? The First Lord of 
the Treasury was the right hon. Gentle- 
'man who in this House defended the 
| doctrine of the limits of human endur- 
‘ance. What was that doctrine? It was 
| that a mob, bound to obey the law, was 
justified, under the influence of passion, 
in smashing property and endangering 
| life, simply because some one had excited 
| them beyond the limits of human endur- 


jance. The men of whom he spoke were 
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not the type of which mobs were made. 
They were some of the best and most 
law-abiding citizens in the land, and what 
they did, they did deliberately and from 
a serious sense of their duty to their 
country. He would remind hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite of 
another doctrine they propounded. They, 
on that side, were simply learning the 
lessons which had been taught to them. 
He remembered that when the Home 
Rule Bill was passing through the House, 
the argument used, not by wild Orange- 
men or irresponsible Members, but by the 
Colonial Secretary and other right hon. 
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seemed to be left to those who believed 
in segregation. The right hon. Gentle 
man said there was no precedent. Had 
he forgotten the Vaccination Acts? 
When the Town Councils refused to put 
them into operation, what was the 
result? The whole system broke down; 
but when the option was given, not to 
the local authorities but to the indi. 
vidual, the Acts worked well. In that 
case they had not got the religious 
element which justified people in oppos 
ing the law, and, above all, they had 
not got powerful organisations like the 
Nonconformist organisations in resist- 


Gentlemen now on the Treasury Bench, | ance to thelaw. He asked hon. Members, 
was that if the measure were carried the | when such powerful organisations were 
men of Ulster would refuse to pay the | banded together and were perfectly 
levies imposed upon them by the Irish | united, was there any case on record 
Parliament—‘“that Ulster would fight, | where coercion had been effective against 
and that Ulster would beright.” Inwhat them. If the Government persisted in 
respect did that doctrine differ from the forcing such men to contribute to schools, 
doctrine of the Nonconformist who said the doctrines of which they repudiated, 
that he had a conscientious objection to| and in the management of which they 
the payment of rates? The right hon. | had no voice, the result would be disas- 
Gentleman had no right to charge some | trous to the whole system of education 
of the best and finest men in the land | in the country. 

with immorality because they made that | 

declaration. If a Nonconformist were | 

living in a district where the majority; *Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S ) said it was 
of the population was not of his faith, he | an extraordinary thing, after the concili- 
must accept the consequences of demo- | atory speech of the first Lord of the Treas- 
cratic government. If the option were | ury, that the Committeeshould haveheard 
dropped, and if Churchmen were in a/ such a speech as that which had just 
majority, they would control every school | been delivered. He noticed, however, 
in the district. If the Churchmen were | that it was greeted by very few cheers, 
in a minority they would still control | even on the hon. Member’s own side of 
the voluntary schools. If the Noncon-| the House ; and he did not suppose that 
formists were in a majority they would | any one was impressed by the stage 
only control a certain number of schools ;| thunder in which the hon. Member had 
and if they were in a minority they| indulged. His right hon. friend had 
would have no voice in the manage- asked how these passions, of which the 
ment of any school at all. Did the} Committee had heard, were to be aroused. 
right hon. Gentleman think that It was by speeches of that kind, and 
men of public spirit and self-respect | by them only. The hon. Member was 
would rate themselves in such circum- not satisfied with denouncing the Bill, 
stances, or allow themselves to be| but he threatened the Committee with 
coerced. If the Government really | some sort of revolution in some parts of 
meant to press the matter through, the | the country, and he said that some of the 
County Councils in Nonconformist dis-| men he knew so well would refuse to pay 


tricts would defy the pressure of the 
central Government, and no power 
in the land could coerce them. They 
were the best citizens in the land, the 
most intellgent artizans, and the best of 
the middle classes. They were foremost 
in every form of public work, except 
one, and that was picking oakum, which 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 





rates. If they refused to pay rates, they 
ought to go to prison. It was a scandal- 
ous thing that language of that kind 
should be used in the House, and especi- 
ally on an occasion when everything had 
been done that could reasonably be done 
to meet the requirements of the other 
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side. The matter had been left open to 
the House, and he hoped most earnestly 
that the option Clause would be omitted. 
He agreed with what had been said 
that, if the option Clause were not 
thrown out, the Bill would lose its 
vitality. Over and over again it had 
been asserted that they could only have 
a proper system of secondary education 
by founding a proper system of 
dementary education. If it were left 
to the option of the County Councils, 
and if Parliament did not decide what 
the duties of the County Councils 
should be, they could not have a 
proper Education Bill at all. From 
what he knew of County Councils, 
they were far more ready to accept 
powers and to ask for powers than to 
refuse powers offered to them ; and all 
that was wanted was to make any 
recalcitrant County Council properly 
we the powers entrusted to it. What 
would happen if these powers were not 
adopted? Let the Committee imagine 
the state of mind of managers of 
mall board schools and voluntary 
schools who would not know when 
the guillotine would descend on them. 
The sword of Damocles would be hang- 
ing over their heads, and they would 
not know at what time they would 
be extinguished. They should have 
uniformity in such matters. When 
County Councils were established they 
did not send round to every county 
and ask whether it desired to have a 
council. Under the Bill there would 
be a great deal of licence and liberty 
48 to how far, and in what manner, 
these powers should be carried out, in 
weordance with the varying circum- 
tances of the County Councils and 
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Borough Councils; but there could be 
no justification on the part of anyone 
who cared to promote the objects of 
the Bill, for saying that Parliament 
should not discharge its proper duties, 
by clearly defining what are and are 
not to be the duties of subordinate 
authorities. 


*(11.0.) Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE 
Huddersfield) said that the Amendment 
was of very serious and far-reaching 
importance, as it involved the question 
whether the provisions of the Bill should 
be optional or compulsory. After a great 
deal of consideration, he had arrived at 
the conclusion that the original scheme of 
the Government was a wise and prudent 
one; and that each local authority 
should be left to determine for itself 
whether the provisions of the Bill, 
extinguishing the existing educational 
authority, should or should not be 
adopted. As the representative of a 
large industrial community, and as one 
who has no small experience of Local 
Government, he was satisfied that to 
extinguish the School Boards, at all 
events in the great cities and towns, 
would be fraught with much danger tothe 
education of this country. What case had 
been made out for destroying the School 
Boards in large communities? He 
admitted that the same case did not 
exist with regard to rural School Boards 
or School Boards in small urban areas ; 
but with regard to the large cities and 
towns, like Manchester, Liverpool, 
Leeds, and Huddersfield, which he had 
the honour to represent, he was satisfied 
that if the School Boards were extin- 
guished great mischief would result. 

3A 
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Surely the onus of showing why 
these authorities should be extinguished 
rested on those who sought to extinguish 
them, and noton those who sought to 
defend them. Every one admitted that 
they had done good work, and that, but 
for them, the advance which had been 
made in education would not have been 
possible. They had broadened and 
bettered the whole scope of the 
educational system of the country; their 
formation had stimulated the managers 
of other schools to greater exertions than 
they otherwise would have made; they 
had given a new and healthy impulse to 
instruction, and for that they deserved 
the respect of the country and of the 
House, rather than that they should be 
treated in the manner suggested. 
Although he deprecated very strongly 
the sectarian feeling which had been. 
introduced into the discussion, and 
although, as an educationalist, he 
regretted it, still, he could not help 
feeling, especially when he saw by whom 
the Amendment was supported, that 
the real secret of the desire to extinguish 
these educational authorities was inspired 
by the same spirit which was expressed 
by the Prime Minister a few years ago 
when he said “our first duty is to 
capture the School Boards.” Feeling 
that that was the real motive behind 
the Amendment, he very strongly 
objected to it. He further objected to 
it on the ground that municipal councils 
in the great cities and towns in the 
country had already quite enough to do, 
without imposing on them new and 
onerous duties in connection with 
primary education, which they had never 
demanded. What should be the test as 
to whether there should be one authority 
to deal with education alone, or whether 


it should be included as part of the work 


Sir James Woodhouse. 





of municipal authorities? Surely it 
was the dignity and importance of the 
work to be done. Was not education in 
itself sufficient to require all the energy 
and attention of a body of men taking 
a deep interest in that subject, and 
chosen for that work alone. Who would 
venture to suggest that they should, for 
example, transfer the administration of 
the Poor Law in the towns to the 
municipal authorities. It was recognised 
that education required a_ separate 
Department of the Government to deal 
with it, and why should not the same 
principle be applied with reference to the 
local authorities? He objected to taking 
out of the hands of the people the power 
of saying whether they would transfer 
to the local authorities the work which 
was now being done so well by the 
School Boards. In his own constituency 
there was a very strong feeling in the 
matter, and he would therefore oppose 
the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I wish to 
suggest to the Committee that it might 
be possible to bring this debate toa 
termination. It has beena very interest- 
ing and very important debate; it has 
continued for many hours; and every 
point of view has found full expression, 
and, in these circumstances, I would 
suggest that we should bring it toa 
termination. 


*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he 
wished to appeal to the right hon 
Gentleman not to press the Committee 
to terminate the debate too rapidly. 
They were in the last ditch with regard 
to the School Boards, as if the Amend- 
ment were carried they would see the 
last of those great institutions which, 
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they were all agreed, had done so 
much good work for education. The 
gontention of the hon. Member for 
the Stretford Division was that that 
was a question which ought to be 
settled by the House rather than by 
the local authorities. There was a 
good deal to be said for that point of 
yiew; but he suggested, first of all, 
that the House of Commons was not 
elected to deal with the question now 
before it. Let them appeal to the 
country and ascertain the feeling of 
the people; and’ then they might 
fittingly accept the views of the repre- 
sentatives of the people in the House. 
As a matter of fact, Parliament was 
elected to finish the war rather than 
to finish the School Boards. Opposition 


one side only. 
opinions from the two principal educa- 


tional authorities in the borough he 
represented. First of all, there was a 
resolution passed by the School Boards, 
which it might be said was a biased 


opinion because they were fighting for | 
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Association’s appreciation of the excellent 
relations which had always existed be- 
tween the Ipswich School Board and the 
Ipswich voluntary schools, and trusted 
that Parliament would not make the 
adoption of Part III. of the Bill 
compulsory. That showed that the 
question was not a one-sided one. The 
hon. Member for South Manchester 
criticised his hon. friend the Member 
for the Carnarvon Boroughs for stating 
in this House what had been so freely 
stated outside. He thought the hon. 
Member had utterly forgotten history 
when he spoke. A large number of 
people in the country most strenuously 
objected to be rated for the teaching of 
certain kinds of religious instruction in 
which they did not believe. He did not 


to the Amendment did not come from wish to use anything in the nature of a 
He had received two| threat, but he thought it desirable to re 


| mindtheCommittee that the question had 


been fought once before. People objected 
to pay rates, and they won their fight. 
Looking back on that thirty years of 
history, was it to be conceived that the 
Nonconformists of the present day were 


their lives; but at the same time they | not at least as strong now, and certainly 
had a right to be heard, That resolution | more numerous, than they were when 
said that it appeared desirable in some | that fight was fought. They were taking 
respects that the question should be de- | up the same attitude now; and they 
termined locally rather than that it should | | would object to be rated for religious 
be arbitrarily imposed on each district instructionin which they did not believe. 
by Statute; that it might be decided by | He urged the right hon. Gentleman not 
a poll of ratepayers; that if it were | ‘to disregard the matter, as a large 
rejected another poll should not be taken | number of people believed that the 
for three years; and that in default of | abolition of School Boards by the passing 
such a poll the concurrence of the School | of the Bill would be a very grievous 
Board should at least be necessary. | injustice, and against it they would 
That was a very fair position for the | continue to protest. 

School Boards totake up. He had also a 


resolution from another body, which was 
even moreimportant. It was a resolution 
passed by the Day Church Schools 
Association, which put on record the 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gen- 
tleman made an appeal to the Com- 
mittee to bring this discussion to a 
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close, and I shall not stand in the way | | pure insanity the proposal deliberately 
of that result for any length of time. incerted i in the Bill by the Government. 
But at the same time think that the But it has at least this much to be said 
right hon. Gentleman cannot have fully | for it—that some large and important 


realised the tremendous importance of | bodies are most reluctant to undertake 
It is, to | this new duty, and we are not likely to 


the vote we are about to give. 
my mind, the most important point that | dd to the efficiency of our system by 
has been raised since we commenced our | imposing such duties on unwilling autho- 
discussions on this Bill, because it in- | rities. I shall vote against the Amend- 


volves nothing less than that we should 
either consent to, or protest against, the 
slaughter of the School Boards of the 
country. Iadmit my feeling of objection 
on that point goes far beyond the 
question of option, for, option or no 
option, I have never yet heard any good 
reason why School Boards should be 
superseded. My hon. friend the Member 
for North Camberwell has spoken of the 
necessity of raising the standard of edu- 
cation and efficiency in denominational 
schools, and he pointed to the case of 
the borough of Preston as one in which 
education was very backward, and he 
attributed that to the lack of public 
spirit there; then he proceeded tu the 
neighbouring borough of Bolton, and 
showed what splendid educational results 
were achieved there, and how liberally 
the rates for education were imposed 
there. What is the cure offered by the 
Government ? That Bolton should lose 
its School Board and be brought with 
Priston under the general system. 
When the best schools in the country 
are found to be under School Boards, 
surely that is not the part of our edu- 
cational system to which destructive 
forces should be applied. I am no friend 
to any proposal for superseding School 
Boards.; but the Bill provides that there 
should be an option in the matter. Two 
eminent and conspicuous supporters of 
the Government have denounced as 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 





ment, and never before have I voted in 
a greater conviction that I am right. 


Mr.ABELTHOMAS (Carmarthenshire, 
E.) said he would vote against the Amend- 
ment for two reasons. The first was 
that if the Amendment was passed the 
School Boards in his constituency, which 
had been a great success, would be got 
rid of, and an educational system which 
had effected nothing but was good would 


-be brought toan end. The second reason 


was that if they did away with the 
present system, which was the best so 
far as they had gone, they would be 
doing so on the chance that another 
system would be better, although it had 
never been tried. From every corner of 
his constituency he had received resolu- 
tions asking him to oppose the Amendment 
to the utmost of his power. When he 
found that in his constituency the work 
of the School Boards had been a great 
success, and that his constituents were 
practically unanimous in favour of sup- 
porting the School Board, he, like his 
great leader, should be only too glad to 
vote against the Amendment. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said he too would oppose the Amendment, 
and would support the permissive character 
of the Bill to prevent the abolition, so far 
as possible, of School Boards with all 
their accumulated experience in manage- 
ment. He imagined that a4 very great 
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deal of opposition to the permissive 
causes of the Bill arose from a fear that in 
practice they would starve out the volun- 
tary schools. He had given an earnest 
of his own desire to deal justly and fairly 
by the voluntary schools by putting 
an Amendment on the Paper providing 
that in any urban district where the 
Council did not adopt the Act, and where 
the School Boards were accordingly con- 
tinued, all the powers under this Act 
should vest in the School Boards, which, 
of necessity, would then be compelled to 
support financially the voluntary schools 
within their area just the same as any 
other school. They, in supporting this 
Amendment, asserted the right of direct 
popular and public control in rate-aided 
schools ; they might, however, be beaten 
on the present occasion, but they would 
be face to face with this position that 
the demand would continue. For years 
past, the House, when dealing with great 
measures, had always considered the 
claims of the Opposition in a spirit of 
fairness which shewed itself in the ulti- 
mate form of the Bill, so that both sides 
could accept it as a basis of action for 
years to come, and so prevent an agitation 
immediately developing in the country 
for its repeal. He claimed that they 
approached the question in the purest 
educational spirit, and that they only 
desired to arrive at a conclusion which 
would enable them to develop and 
improve teaching throughout the country. 
In supporting the Clause as it originally 
stood, they were not actuated by any 
want of sympathy with the voluntary 
schools. They stood by the dual compact 
of 1870, when the voluntary schools were 
admitted into the National system, and 
they were prepared to stand by it still, 
and endeavour to bring the voluntary 
shools up to a position of greater effici- 
eney. 





*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he hardly 
thought the Committee realised the 
gravity of the step which was about to 
be taken, as regarded, at all events, some 
parts of the country. In Wales they 
were not opposed to education, and 
wished to do all that they possibly could 
to promote it; but unless the Committee 
proceeded on some different principle, he 
could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that the effect of forcing the measure 
upon the County Councils of Waies 
would be so grave that every one who 
took part in that action, would feel that 
there was something, at any rate, to 
regret in it. He agreed with the hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment 
that difficulties would arise even if the 
original proposal were accepted ; but he 
ventured to say that infinitely greater 
difficulties would arise if they adopted 
the proposal which the hon. Member 
laid before the Committee. He was 
aware it was advisable to keep as 
far as possible aloof from subjects which 
appeared to unduly stir up party feel- 
ing and sectarian passion; but it was 
right that some indication, at all events, 
should be given of the intense feeling 
which prevailed in some quarters outside 
the House on the question. He would 
only indicate the existence of that feel- 
ing, and express a hope that something 
would be done during the progress of 
the Bill through Committee, to avoid 
consequences which many of them had 
only too much reason to fear 


(11.26.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 271; 
Noes, 102. (Division List No, 281.) 
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he would be in order in moving an Amend- 


{9 Juty 1902} 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith,J ames Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(OxfdUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 





Warde, Colonel C. E. 


NOES. 





Bill. 1298 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse and 
Dr. Macnamara. 


, Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. ; Rickett, J. Compton 
| Holland, Sir William Henry _ Rigg, Richard 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Geo. Wm, (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
cs ia yee 
Philipps, John fo: 

Pirie, Mendan V. sa 

Price, Robert John 

| Priestley, Arthur 

| Renshaw, Charles Bine 





this work. 





| 


| 
| 
| 





Roberis, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Bayley, Thomas a 
. B. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHn.C. K( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas.Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(t astings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R ) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir James Woodhouse and 
Major Seely. 


ment, the object of which was to give 
the Gounty Councils an opportunity—say, 
a period of three years—to make the 
necessary arrangements for taking over 
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*Tuz CHAIRMAN : I think that would 
be a contradiction, though not a direct 
contradiction, of what the Committee 
have already agreed to. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he did 
not wish the period to be so long as to 
defeat the decision of the Committee. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : If I were to admit 
the Amendment, how could I refuse a 
proposal to leave out “three” years, and 
insert “fifty”? That would really 
nullify the decision of the Committee. 
The Amendment should have been 
moved as an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment, 


Question; “ That Clause 5, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill,” put and negatived. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): On a point of order, Sir, the 
Question you put from theChair was that 
Clause 5, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill, and you declared that the noes have 
it. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: Yes, because no 
one said “aye”; therefore, the Clauge 
has gone. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) [Rr-CoMMITTED) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 1300 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) asked why the Bill had been 
recommitted. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1% 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvusTEN Ona. 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, FE.) said the 
Bill was committed, in accordance with 
the practice of the House, to a Hybrid 
Committee, before which persons inter. 
ested had a right to appear. It passed 
through that Committee as an unopposed 
Bill. But that did not save the Com. 
mittee stage in the House, and therefore 
it had jto be recommitted. The Bill had 
been accepted by those locally interested, 
and he hoped it would be allowed to go 
through the present stage without 


opposition. 


Bill reported without Amendment, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) (No. 2) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 2 and 3 amended, and agreed to. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Friday. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 
“AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed to 
‘the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 





Aan Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Specch indicates revision hy the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 10th July, 1902. 


EARL OF LANDAFF. 

Report from the LorD CHANCELLOR, 
That, in the opinion of the Lord Chancellor, 
the claim of Arnold Harris Mathew 
claiming to be Earl of Landaff, in the 

eerage of Ireland) to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland, is of such a nature that it ought 
tto be referred to a Committee for 
= Privileges ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


! 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS BILL). 


Reported, with Amendments. 

WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL, 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 

JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL. 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [u.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 

LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 

RAILWAY BILL. 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 

GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 

TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) PROVI- 

SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [4.1.] 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

relating to Greenock and Port Glasgow 
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Tramways was presented by the Lord 
Balfour (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, sec- 
tions 8 and 9) ; read-1* ; and to be printed. 
(No. 145.) 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13.) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3* tomorrow. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 8.) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). The Amendmegts proposed by the 
Select Committee, made ; further Amend- 
ments made ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived, Keport of Amendments to be 
received tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2.) BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amendment; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3" tomorrow. 

GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON 
FIRMATION (No. 1.) BILL [u.1.] 

Amendment reported (according to 

order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


RETURNS, BEPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES: ANNUAL, 
No. 355, Gambia (Report for 1901). 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 
1901 (COUNTY OF WARWICK). 

Area, houses, and population, also 
population classified by ages, condition 
as to marriage, occupations, birthplaces, 
and infirmities. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (July) 
1902. 


POLLING DISTRICTS. 

Orders made by the County Council 
of— 

I. The West Riding of the county of 
York; I. The County of East Suffolk; 
altering certain polling districts in the 
said counties. 


3B 
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Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. | 


PETITION. 


VIVISECTION. 

Petition for suppression of the practice 
of: Of the Independent Anti-vivisection 
L e; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL (u.1.). é 

A Bill for further promoting the 
Revision of the Statute Law by repeal- 
ing enactments which have ceased to 
be in force or have become unnecessary, 
was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; 
read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 144.) 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners (No. 146.) 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). = 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Lorp NEWTON : My Lords, the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name, and 
which is of a rather more important 
character than might be imagined, is 
directed against the provision that the 
shop club or thrift fund should be of 
a@ permanent character. I am assured 
that unless this Amendment is accepted 
these shop clubs will come to an end. 
I think I can show that this provision 
is entirely unnecessary. Section 1 of 
the Bill safeguards entirely the position 
of the workman with regard to his 
either joining, or continuing to remain, 
a member of an existing society. Sub- 
section (a) of Section 2 enacts that the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies shall’ be 
satisfied that the club or fund is “one 


{LORDS} 
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that affords to the workman benefits of 
a substantial kind”; and a further sub. 
section makes it a necessary condition 
that the opinions of the workmen shall 
be obtained, and that seventy-five per 
cent. of them shall be in favour of the 
existence of the club. I maintain that 
with these provisions it is quite unneces. 
sary to insist on the permanent nature 
of the club or fund, and I should like 
to ask what there is immoral or objection- 
able in the fact of these clubs and funds 
not being of a permanent character. | 
believe there are, or there used to be, 
institutions called public house clubs, 
in which men used to meet annually 
and spend the whole of the available 
funds in one large drink; but nobody 
asserts that these clubs that are under 
discussion are managed in an improper 
way, or that the funds are improperly 
applied. I should like to point out that 
these clubs are primarily, I might say 
solely, intended to provide for those men 
who are at any given time working for 
the firm with which the club is con- 
nected, and therefore the necessity for 
‘permanence, or for a reserve fund, 
does not really arise. If a man 
desires to make provision for his old age, 
or for those cases of sickness which 
usually accompany old age, he can 
perfectly well do so by joining one of 
the existing large friendly societies, and 
experience has shown that men who join 
these so-called shop clubs in many 
instances—most instances, in fact—follow 
up that action by joining the friendly 
societies. It is perfectly obvious that 
the clubs which are aimed at in this Bill 
cannot be of a permanent character, 
because men are constantly leaving the 
employment upon which they are 
engaged. Suppose a man removes into a 
remote part of the country, or suppose, 
to take a strong case, that he should go 
abroad, it would be impossible for the 
club to verify any claims which he might 
subsequently make upon it. I am assured 
that this is an absolutely unworkable 
provision, and unless my Amendment is 
carried there is absolutely no doubt that 
these clubs and institutions will come to 
an end. I would appeal to my noble 
friend, who I know is a reasonable man, 
to accept my Amendment in a proper 
spirit, and I can hardly bring myself to 
believe that-he is going to oppose it. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 22, to leave out from ‘ that’ 
to‘and’ in line 24.”—(Lord Newton.) 


Viscount CROSS: I am sorry to be 
obliged to oppose this particular Amend- 
ment. The noble Lord seems to forget 
that the gist of this Bill is to prevent 
the compulsory giving up of friendly 
societies and shop clubs. If any shop 
dub is willing not to have the compulsory 
rule, then of course they do not come 
under the provisions of this Bill at all, 
but if they insist on having the com- 
pulsory rule that the men must not 
belong to any other friendly society, 
then this clause ought to apply as it is 
dawn. This is a ‘point which was 

jally brought before that small 
Dep mental Commitee of which I spoke 
the other day, composed of Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Mr. Cozens-Hardy (now Lord 
Justice Cozens-Hardy), and the Registrar 
of Friendly Societies. They exhaustively 
discussed this question, and the require- 
ments they suggested were, first that 
the shop club should be registered 
under the Friendly Societies Act, and 
next that it should be of a permanent 
character. That is the strong recom- 
nendation of that Departmental Com- 
mittee which my noble friend wants 
to sweep away. I say that there is no 
injury done to these clubs. If they 
do not insist on the compulsory retire- 
ment of the men from other friendly 
societies, this will not affect them. If 
they do, then this clause is properly 
drawn. I must resist the Amendment. 


Lorp NEWTON: I am very sorry to 
put the Committee to the trouble of a 
division, but this is an Amendment of 
avery important character, and if these 
clubs come to an end I should like the 
blame to be fixed on the proper shoulders. 
Therefore, if I can get anyone to tell 
with me, I shall divide the Committee. 


lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
ust take exception to one expression 
i the noble Lord. He talks of these 
dubs “coming to an end.” Now, there 
% absolutely nothing in this clause 
vhich can bring these clubs to an end. 

simple proposition is this: You, 
employers, ask for compulsion to 
‘pel the men to join a particular 
tub; you ask to be allowed to say to 





the men: “Leave your own friendly 
society ; vou must come into this 
particular club.”” The men, on the other 
hand, say: “We will agree to that, but 
all we ask is that you shall give us 
a good club, a solvent club, and in one 
sense, too, a permanent club; that is to 
say, that you shail not force us into a 
‘slate club,’ that meets at some public 
house and divides its funds every three 
months, so that we shall not obtain a 
sufficiency of insurance.” If once a 
working man leaves his club he cannot 
go back to it, as time and age go on; 
and all the men ask is that these clubs 
shall be solvent and sure. This i: really 
a Second Reading Amendment. If these 
words are struck out as suggested by 
my noble friend the efficacy of this 
Bill is gone. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I hope 
my noble friend will not sink even lower 
in my estimation by opposing the Amend- 
ment I now have to move. I cannot 
really conceive that there can be any 
opposition to this. When an employer 
has been subjected to all the conditions 
in the previous portion of this Bill, it is 
really too preposterous to refuse to insert 
the words “unless discharged for mis- 
conduct.” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 28, afte: ‘even,’ to insert 
‘unless discharged for misconduct.’ ”—(Lord 
Newton.) 


Viscount CROSS: I am afraid I 
cannot agree with my noble friend. Let 
me put this case. You may have a man 
who has been in a friendly society for 
years and years; he comes into your 
employment ; you compel him to give up 
his own society, or else he cannot come to 
you at all; when he comes, then for some 
misconduct you discharge him; it may 
be right or wrong, but look at the con- 
sequences to the man. The man has 
grown old ; he cannot go back to his old 
society, because he may have got beyond 
a certain age ; you have compelled him to 

ive up his own society, and because you 
Dehua him,\it may be for some trivial 
matter, you deprive him of all the benefits 
of the club to which he has been sub- 
scribing. I really cannot consent to the 
Am¢ ndment. 


3B2 
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Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
hope your Lordships will allow me to 
suggest a middle course, which is, I think, 
of a practical nature. I agree that these 
words ought not to be here inserted, because 
I think that if a man were even dismissed 
for misconduct, you ought not to penalise 


{LORDS} 





him by taking money away from him, as 
you would be doing by driving him out of 
the club. But suppose a number of men 
strike and leave their employment ; then 
some of their number, by virtue of being 
on the committee of the club, would have 
a right to enter on the premises and 
then address all their fellow-workmen 
who had been in favour perhaps of 
some attack on the club itself. t, 
I think, will raise a practical difficulty, 
and it ought to be avoided. Therefore I 
would suggest, in order to meet my noble 
friend Viscount Cross, that at the end of 
Clause 6, which deals with the workman 
having the option to remain in if he likes, 
we should these words, or something 
like them— : 

“ Provided that any such member who shall 
exercise the option to remain a member of the 
club so long as he is not in that employment 
shall not be entitled to take any share in the 
management of the club or to vote in respect 
of such management.” 

I do not think that that will be objected 
to by the workmen themselves, and I 
think that in justice to the employers 
they ought to have that protection. I | 
will move that at the proper time on the | 


Report stage. 
Viscount CROSS : I will accept the 
Amendment if it pleases my noble friend. 


Lorp NEWTON : It does not please 
me at all, but I suppose 1 must do the best 
I can. I confess that I think my own 
words are preferable. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
will not move it if it does not please my 
noble friend. 


Lorp NEWTON : Beggars must not be 
choosers, and perhaps I had better accept 
the miserable crumb of comfort offered by 
my noble friend. On the noble Jord’s 
promise to insert some words on the Report 
stage, I will withdraw my Amendment. 








Amendment, by leave of House, with- 
drawn. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
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Clause 4 :— 


Lorp BELPER: In another place 
the Home Secretary promised that there 
should be an pnt sem made in this 
clause, which was apparently drawn rather 
hastily. The provision of the clause 
with regard to the cumulative penalty is 
a very extraordinary one, and I think the 
words I have to suggest will not only 
amply cover the ground and prevent 
any recurrence of the offence, but wil 
be much more in conformity with the 
usual wording of an Act of Parliament. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 10, to leave out from ‘ and” 
to ‘provided’ in line 12, and insert ‘in the 
ease of a second or subsequent convicton 
within one year of a previous conviction, to a 
fine not exceeding twenty pounds.’”—(Lord 
Belper.) 


Viscount CROSS: 
Amendment. 


I agree to the 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 


Lorp KINNAIRD: I will ask the 
noble Viscount whether he will accept 
the Amendment of which I have given 
notice. It is in the interests of municipal 
and other large councils, who, rightly or 
wrongly, consider that the funds that 
they have established, and to which they 
have subscribed largely, should not be 
interfered with by having to go to the 
friendly societies in order to have the 
rules sanctioned. Lord Wemyss re 
ferred to one of these societies which 
felt strongly upon this matter and 
passed a resolution, namely, the Padding- 
ton Borough Council Sick Benefit 
Society. Since then other large bodies 
have had the matter under consideration, 
and I have just been talking to members 
of the Edinburgh. Manchester, and 
Glasgow Corporations, who feel strongly 
that it is very undesirable that they 
should be put under the friendly 
societies. They think that they are 
quite competent to administer the large 
funds that they have, and their liberality 
to their workmen is well known. Now 
that they ‘have become large employers 
of labour they think it would interfere 
with them and the good understanding 
they have with their workmen if anyone 
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gould come down (as would be quite 

ible under the present provisions 
of the Bill) and have a meeting of the 
employees, and create friction between 
the workmen and their employers. 
Railway companies are already excluded, 
and I ask why should not the municipal 
authorities and large councils be exempted 
also. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 5, page 2, line 19, after ‘con- 
tributes,’ insert ‘or compulsory membership of 
any superannuation fund or insurance or other 
society which already exists, or may hereafter 
be established, for the benefit of the persons 
employed by avy municipal or other local 
authority.’”—(Lord Kinnaird.) 


Viscount CROSS: I think these 
municipalities had beiter take care of 
themselves. They have simply to comply 
with the requirements of the Act, and 
then they can do as they like. I cangot 
imagine why they should be exempted 
and put in a different position to other 
parties. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Clause 5 agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 


Lorp NEWTON: I have an Amend- 
ment in this clause, but after the under- 
taking of my noble friend perhaps I had 
better not move it. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD : I said 
that I would move the proviso I sug- 
gested at the end of this clause, but [ 
think the wording requires a little con- 
sideration. I will send my noble friend 
4 copy of the proposed proviso, and move 
it in Standing Committee. 


Clause 6 agreed to. 


Remaining clauses and schedule agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


Bill recommitted to Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 147.) 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL. 
PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed. 
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Unfinished Condition. 
MIDWIVES BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; further Amendments made ; Bill 
to be read 3* tomorrow ; and to be printed 
as amended. (No. 148.) 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [H.t.]. 
Commons Amendments considered (ac- 
cording to order). 


*Lorp MONKSWELL explained that 
the Bill had been considerably altered in 
the other House, the principal alteration 
being to omit Clauses 1 and 4, being the 
penalty clauses. It was considered that 
the omission of Clause 4 would probably 
be held to make the Bill apply to the 
Colonies. That was not his intention, 
and it was not the intention of this or 
the other House. He therefore proposed 
to accept all the Commons Amendments, 
and to add at the end of Clause 6 words 
to make it perfectly clear that the Bill 
only viata to the United Kingdom. 
The words he suggested were— 

“‘ And shall apply to the whole of the United 
Kingdom.” 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury) pointed out that those 
words would not effect the object. Indeed, 
they were unnecessary, because it had 
been held by Lord Brougham that, unless 
some part of the United Kingdom were 
excepted, an Act must be taken to apply 
to the whole of the United Singlon 
What the noble Lord intended would be 
met by the words— 

“ And shall apply only to the United King- 
dom.” 


*Iorp MONKSWELL accepted the 
suggestion, and the Amendment was 


agreed to. 


Commons Amendment agreed to, with 
the Amendment; Bill returned to the 


Commons. 
PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—UN_ 


FINISHED CONDITION OF HOUSE OF 
LORDS APARTMENTS — PROPOSED 


INQUIRY. 


*Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, just 
about this time last year I made an 
attempt, which was unfortunately an 
unsuccessful one, to induce His Majesty’s 
Government to consent to the reappoint- 
ment of the old Royal Commission on 
Fine Arts of 1842. I still think that 
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that mode of proceeding was the better 
mode in regard to the object which I had 
in view, and I cannot consider that the 
arguments which were used against it 
were altogether convincing. The mere 
fact that such a Commission did exist for 
many years is a sufficient proof that His 
Majesty is perfectly competent to appoint 
such a Commission, and I presume it will 
hardly be said that this House is not 
competent to ask the King to do any- 
thing which within his prerogative he is 
able todo. But, taught by experience, I 
have this year only to propose to the 
House a much more modest Motion. I 
hope that modesty may be its own re- 
ward, and from certain communications 
which I have had with the noble Marquess 
at the head of the Government, who I 
deeply regret is unable to be in his place 
here tonight, I am encouraged rather to 
hope that His Majesty’s Government will 
take a less unfavourable view of this more 
modest proposal than they took of the 
bigger scheme which [ proposed last year. 
In that hope, and in that expectation, I 
had not thought that it would be 
necessary for me to trouble your Lord- 
ships with many words, but it has been 

inted out to meon behalf of the Front 

nch on this side of the House that it 
is desired that I should state at length 
what are the objects which I propose to 
obtain through this Committee. 1 am, 
therefore, much against my own will, 
compelled to say a few more words than 
it was originally my intention to do in 
moving this Committee. 

The object for which this Com- 
mittee is moved is to endeavour 
to put an end to a provisional state 
of things which has lasted very long— 
too long, I think, for the credit of the 
Government or the country. The scope 
of the inquiry of 
limited to those apartments of the Palace 
of Westminster which are in the occu- 


pation of this House and the passages | 


and approaches to them. The purpose 
of the Committee would be, first of all to 
investigate the actual state of things,— 
that is to say, to take note of the un- 
finished condition of every one of these 
rooms, for, with the exception of this apart- 
ment, every one of them is unfurnished ; 
and then to 
the best mode of securing their com- 
pletion. People think that that involves 


Lord Stanmore. 
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a request for large sums of money to 
paint pictures and to put pictures into 
these vacant spaces. Pictures are very 
good objects, no doubt, and may be the 
proper means with which to finish the 
decoration of the House, but it by no 
means follows that pictures are the 
necessary result of such an inquiry. | 
believe the original intention of the 
architect of this Palace was to have 
filled up many of the spaces, which now 
are provisionally reserved for pictures, 
with panelling, partly of stonework and 
partly of woodwork, such as you see in 
houses and buildings of the period which 
the architecture of this House represents, 
but he was to a great extent overruled. 
He was told that there must be pictures, 
and large spaces were left for pictures. 
Those spaces have been papered over 
with wall-paper, and have remained in 
that condition for nearly half a century. 
Now, I propose that a Committee should 
be* appointed to make inquiries as a 
preliminary to taking some steps to get 
rid of that state of things. The Com- 
mittee would report on the number of 


-spaces in these rooms that are so treated, 


and would recommend whether those 
spaces should be filled up by panelling or 
by painting; at all events, it would be 
the preliminary step to getting rid of 
this purely provisional state of things. 
Any of your Lordships who have a house 
in London and have had it papered will 
know perfectly well that a wall-paper 
that has been fifty years on the wall in 
London will require renewing, if nothing 
else. Perhaps the recommendation oi 
the Committee would be simply that 
the paper should be renewed. I hope 
that that would not be the outcome 
of it, but it might be. All the 
could do would be t 
point out that there are certain 
spaces which have been left unfinished in 
all these rooms for a long period of time, 
and they would recommend in what way 
the rooms should be finished. Then it 
would be entirely in the hands of the 
Government as to whether they would 
take any step upon the report of that 
Committee or not. If they determined 
to take any step, either in the direction 
of panelling or in the direction of paint- 
ing pictures, they would then, I presume, 
propose some small annual Vote for 
carrying out the completion of these 
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rooms in the manner decided upon. It 
need only be a small annual Vote. If 
only £1,000 a year had been granted 
from the time that these temporary 

rs were first put up, we might have 

by this time, a very magnificent art 
display in the apartments belonging to this 
House. 

One objection I should like to meet, 
which was made last year when I 
brought forward my Motion for an 
Address to the Crown, was this: “Oh! 
these fine palaces are perfectly natural and 

ible things in a despotic country, 

t we are a democratic people, and a 
democratic country does not care about 
such things.” I think the noble Lord 
who made that remark can hardly have 
been in the United States, or have known 
the immense sums spent on the decora- 
tion or the ornamentation of the Capitol 
at Washington—a very fine building— 
nor can he have travelled in Canada, 
which is a highly democratic country, 
and seen the magnificent Houses of 
Parliament there, which are certainly 
among the very finest modern buildings, 
in regard to architecture as well as 
position, that one could set eyes upon. 

I do not want to weary your Lordships. 
Ido not know whether I have said enough 
toconvince my noble friend that I am 
not making a very unreasonable pro- 

ition. If he is not convinced, perhaps 

ought to go on a little longer, but 
Ido not know that I would have more to 
say. The object of the Committee is a 
very simple one. I am happy to 
say that many of those noble fe 
who are most competent to deal with 
at questions in this House have con- 
sented to serve on such a Com- 
mittee, and I believe their labours 
would be of very short duration. The 
only evidence that they would 
probably wish to take would be the 
evidence of those who could tell what 
the original designs of the architect of the 
House were, the records of the Fine Arts 
Commission as to what they wished, and 
evidence of the present architects of the 
building. If the Committee is appointed, 
His Majesty's Government would probably 
tame one or two members of their own 
body to represent them—for instance, 
Lord Esher, and perhaps Lord Pembroke ; 
apart from those I have a list of 
noble Lords who would be willing to 
serve. Ido not know that I need say 
anything further in moving the Motion. 
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Moved—*“ That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report with 
respect to the unfinished condition of 
the rooms in the Palace of Westminster 
appropriated to the service of this House, 
and their approaches.”—(The Lord Stan- 
more.) 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I much 
regret that it was impossible for 
the Prime Minister to be here this 
evening, and to reply, as he no doubt 
would have done, to the speech of the 
noble Lord who has just sat down. Per- 
haps the House will allow me ina very 
few words to say how we regard the 
Motion. The noble Lord commenced his 
speech by reminding us of one which 
he delivered in this House about a year 
ago, and it is impossible entirely to dis- 
sociate the Motion of this evening from 
the Motion of last year. Your Lordships 
may recollect that last year the noble 
Lord suggested that we should re-appoint 
the Commission known as the Fine Arts 
Commission, which sat between the years 
1842 and 1862, and which was presided 
over by the late Prince Consort. That 
Commission was appointed with the 
special object of discovering means by 
which the decoration and equipment of 
the Palace of Westminster might be used 
for the purpose of encouraging the fine 
arts in this country. The Commission 
undoubtedly owed its existence and its 
usefulness to the enthusiasm and interest 
of the late Prince Consort, and the life 
of the Commission ended with the life 
of the Prince Consort. After hearing the 
noble Lord’s argument last year, this 
House came to the conclusion that there 
was no occasion to resuscitate the Fine 
Arts Commission. The proposal which 
the noble Lord brings to us this evening 
is certainly, as I think he himself de- 
scribed it, of a much more modest char- 
acter. At the same time, I am bound to 
tell him that I read between the lines of 
it something like an attempt to revert 
to the policy which he recommended to 
us last year. He asks for an inquiry 
into the unfinished apartments of this 
House. Now, I think it is perfectly clear 
that when he describes certain parts of 
this House as unfinished he does not 
mean that they are structurally incom- 
plete or unfinished. 
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*Lorpv STANMORE: Architecturally 
incomplete. 


*THE Marquess OF LANSDOWNE : 
He means that they are architecturally 
equipped and decorated in a manner 
which gives offence to hiseye. I certainly 
will not dispute the judgment which he 
has passed upon some of the wall-papers, 
upon which I must say I occasionally 
l,ok with feelingsof considerable distress ; 
but I am afraid that what the noble 
Lord has in his -mind is a proposal that 
this Committee should undertake the 
task of recommending a rather am- 
bitious scheme for the decoration of part 
of the Palace of Westminster. My Lords, 
the appointment of such a Committee 
‘ would, I think, be somewhat of a new 
departure, and I am not persuaded that 
it would be exactly the best means of 
arriving at the end which the noble 
Lord has in view. The operations of the 
Committee are, I notice, to be limited to 
a part only of the Palace of West- 
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disappointing results. I offer these 
observations for the noble Lord’s con- 
sideration. It is not a matter about 
which we, on this Bench, feel strongly, 
and if the proposal of the noble Lord 
finds favour with your Lordships’ House 
we shall not resist it. 


*Lorp STANMORE: If nobody is 
going to speak on the subject, I should 
like to say one word in answer to my 
noble friend. With regard to the com- 
pletion of these apartments, my Motion 
is really a modest one. If any noble 
Lords want to know what I mean by 
‘‘unfinished,” they need go only into 
the next room, the Princes’ Chamber. 
That room is finished up to about three 
parts of its height; above that it is 
entirely unfinished. It remains a ques- 
tion whether that should be panelled or 
papered. In the meantime it has merely 
a screen of paper. The same thing is to 
be found in other parts of the House. 
The Committee I speak of, if they make 


minster—that which the King places at | any recommendation, will simply recom- 
the disposal of this House. That would| mend the mode in which they think 
leave the remainder of the Palace of | the completion should be carried out. I 


Westminster out of the ken of the Com- | beg again to point out. as I pointed out 


mittee, and it would leave out of the ken 
of the Committee that part of the Palace 
of Westminster which is inhabited by 
that branch of the legislature which 
would be called upon to pay the bill 
for any little extravagances which 
might result from the inquiry of the 
Committee. I suggest that to the 
noble Lord for his consideration. I 
quite agree with him that it might be 
desirable that the redecoration, or, if he 
likes to call it so, the completion of the 
decoration of this Hous: should be carried 
out on a less intermittent and more syste- 
matic basis than has been the case, and I 
understand from my colleague who has 
charge of the Public Works Department 
that he is ready to make arrangements 
under which-a moderate sum would be 
yearly appropriated for this purpose. 
We may also, perhaps, hope that when 
public money is plentiful—which I am 
afraid is not the case at this moment—a 
more liberal expenditure may be incurred 
for this purpose. I should, I confess, 
prefer to rely upon an arrangement of 
that kind to entrusting a Committee of 
your Lordships’ House with this inquiry, 
which might, I am afraid, lead to 





before, that not a single penny can be 
spent, no extravagance can be incurred, 
unless the Government themselves bring 
forward a proposition in the other Vouse 
of Parliament to spend the money. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


MILITARY BAND IN PHC€NIX PARK, 
DUBLIN. 

Tue Kart or MAYO, who rose to ask 
“Why the military band did not play in 
the Pheenix Park last Sunday,” said: 
Before I put this Question I must claim 
the indulgence of the House to make a 
few observations on the subject to 
which it relates. No doubt I could 
supply a military answer of more 
than one kind, but there is some 
thing behind the Question that deserves 
to be considered. There was a most 
disgraceful row in the Phoenix Park on 
Sunday, 29th June. A lot of rowdy 
blackguards, as I must call them, hooted 
the band, and made such a noise that at 
last the band had to leave the park. 
The band was that of the Seventh Pro- 
visional Regiment. These people sang 
what are called patriotic songs ; they 
called on the military band to “clear out ; 





1317 Joint Committee {10 Jury 1902} on War Funds. 1318 


then they formed up in a body and | hardly know whether it is for me to 
marched through Dublin hooting at the | answer the Question of my noble friend, 
{oronation decorations in the streets. but all I am able to inform him is that 
Now, it is very difficult in Ireland to/|I have no information—which is rather 
dissociate any row that takes place from | the language of his native country! I 

litical feeling ; and an English paper, the | cannot but think that this is a matter 
Pall Mall Gazette, heads its account of this | which might be very safely left to the 
business, “The Growth of the United | discretion of the illustrious Duke the 
Irish League.” Iam not standing here | Field-Marshal Commanding-in-Chief in 
to whitewash the United Irish League or | Ireland. As far‘as the War Office is 
to say anything about them. The fact of | concerned, I am afraid we cannot under- 
the matter is, that this had nothing what- | take to inquire into the reasons why a 
ever to do with the United Irish League. | particular band does not play in a certain 
The circumstances were these. or | place on a given day. 
several years a workmen’s band had been 

laying in the park, and there arose a | Eart MAYO: That answer is exactly 
eeling on the part of these working men | what I expected, and, having been a 
that the military were interfering with | soldier, I quite appreciate it; it is a 
their band. Everybody who knows the | thoroughly military answer. But I think 
size of the Phoenix Park, knows that ten | the Irish Office, in courtesy to myself 
or fifteen bands might be playing at the | and other Lords interested in Dublin, 
same time, and unless the wind happened | might have said that they would take 
to be blowing very strongly in a certain | measures to stop this blackguardism, 
direction, one band would not interfere | which no doubt will go on in the park 
with another. But there was nothing in | unless strong measures are taken. I 
the whole of this business of a political | raised the question really in the interests 
character at all, and if English newspapers | of the respectable citizens of Dublin, who 
report every little row that takes place | wish to hear the band in the park ona 
and attribute it to political feeling, it | summer evening. 


becomes very difficult to get anything 
done. [The noble Earl read from an| THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 


Irish newspaper an account of a meeting) LAND (Lord ASHBORNE): I rise in 
held recently in Dublin, for the purpose | courtesy to my noble friend, who has 
of starting a branch of the United Irish | addressed the Question in a general way 
League, when Mr. John Dillon was'inter- | to anyone on this Bench connected with 
rupted by his audience calling for him to Ireland; that undoubtedly applies to 
deal with this question of the “English | myself, for I only came from Ireland 
soldiers in the Park.” This showed, the | today. I was not aware that this 
noble Earl argued, that the disturbance | Question was to be put until I saw it on 
about the band in Phoenix Park was | the Paper this afternoon. I have listened 
quite unconnected with any political | with great attention to what the noble 
movement. The noble Earl proceeded :] | Earl has said, and I have heard the 
The real point of my Question is this: | concise answer given to him by my noble 
If such a thing had happened in one of | friend representing the War Office. I 
the London parks, the authorities would | can only tell the noble Earl that I will 
have taken good care that the band | make inquiries into this matter, and find 
should have been playing on the follow- | out exactly what the position is. 
ing Sunday, without interference from | 
these blackguards. What I ask is that} JOINT COMMITTEE ON WAR FUNDS. 
the authorities should see that the people Tue Eart or DARTMOUTH: I beg 
of Dublin—the poor who come out from | to ask the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
the slums to enjoy the band on a summer | Lancaster what steps have been taken to 
afternoon, and the better-to-do citizens give effect to the Report of last year’s 
who choose to spend their time in that | Joint Committee on War Funds, over 
way—are allowed to enjoy the band in| which he presided. 
peace and quiet, and that the rowdyism 
of these blackguards should be put down.| Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: The 
subject inquired into by the Joint Com- 


*Tuz UNDER SECRETARY oF mittee was one involving considerations 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Ractan): I} of finance, and therefore the Treasury 
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had to be consulted. During the pre- 
sent session several Questions have been 
asked the First Lord of the Treasury as 
to the position of matters. I do not 
think I can do better, in answering the 
Question of the noble Earl, than to read 
the final answer given by the right hon. 
Gentleman to a similar Question on Mon- 
day last. Mr. Balfour said— 

** A scheme has been prepared on the repre- 

sentation of those bodies whose advice pres 
experience was most valuable, including the 
hon. Gentleman himself, who has bestowed 
much care on the subject. I hope to introduce 
a Bill very. shortly, dealing with the Royal 
Patriotic Fund, and if it proves non-contro- 
versial I should hope to be able to pass it this 
session. I cannot any controversial 
measure on the subject.” 
The noble Earl will, I am _ sure, see 
that, as a Bill is about to be introduced 
in the other House, I cannot now go into 
details. I trust that the hope that the 
Bill will be passed this session will be 
realised. 


SANDHURST COLLEGE — INCENDIARY 
FIRES AND DISTURBANCES — IN- 
DISCRIMINATE PUNISHMENT OF 
CADETS. 

*EarL CARRINGTON: My Lords, I 
rise to ask the Question that is on the 

Paperin my name, of the Under Secretary 

of State for War. I ask the noble Lord 

on what. principle the sentences of 
rustication of twenty-nine cadets and 
the dismissal of some servants from 

Sandhurst has been carried out, and 

whether in any case a definite charge 

has been preferred against any of the 
persons on whom these penalties have 
fallen. The Sandhurst question has 
evoked such general interest that 

I do not think I need offer any apology 

to the House of Lords for putting this 

Question on the Paper, and I hope that 

your Lordships will, for a very few 

minutes, grant me your indulgence 
while I say a few words on the subject. 
As your Lordships are well aware, 

Sandhurst is the military college which 

was removed a good many years ago 

from High Wycombe, and where the 
cadets are educated before they get 
their commissions in the Army. The 

college is under the government of a 

Governor, an Assistant Commandant, 

twenty officers, six companies of sixty 

each, each company being commanded 
by a captain who is an officer in the 


Lord James of Hereford. 
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regular Army and one under-officer, 
and six corporals who are cadets ; 
and in that way there isa certain 
amount of local self-government in the 
college. I might here say—I believe with- 
out contradiction—-that for a great many 
years very good feeling has existed in 
the college. The Governor is very much 
respected and very much personally liked, 
and the Assistant Commandant is, I am 
informed on the best authority, ex- 
cessively popular with the cadets over 
whom he has command. I only men- 
tion this fact for the purpose of obsery- 
ing that this college is practically the 
poor man’s road into the Army. The 
fees are, I believe, materially reduced, 
especially for cadets who wish to get into 
the Army in the Indian Staff Corps. 
The words, ‘‘the poor man’s road into 
the Army, ™ occur in a very remarkable 
letter, perhaps the most remarkable 
of the many letters that have 
appeared on the subject in the 
daily papers, written by Mr. Winston 
Churchill—a letter which is remarkable 
not only for its ability but also for the 
clearness with which he has stated the 
case and the moderate way in which that 
case has been stated. 

My Lords, I have alluded to the good 
feeling and the good discipline which had 
for some years existed in the Royal 
Military College at Sandhurst, but last 
term a somewhat queer event occurred. 
Two fires, either by design or by accident, 
simultaneously broke out in the “C” 
Company’s quarters at 3.20 p.m. ; that 
was on April 23rd. On the 7th May 
another fire broke out, this time in the 
|“ A” Company’s quarters ; and exactly @ 
‘month later, on the 7th June, another 
fire, which made the fourth, broke out in 
| an office which was between the “B” and 
“©” Company, towhich I am informed both 
companies have access, but which is not 
in any way connected with the quarters 
of either company. That fire broke out 
between 4 and 7 a.m., after the usual 
annual ball which is given in the college 
had taken place. These four fires, 
curiously enough, happened in a shortish 
space of time, and the War Office then 
stepped in and directed the Assistant 
Commandant that all leave should be 
stopped till the incendiary, whoever he 
was, or incendiaries, were discovered. 
The cadets thought—-I am not going to 
argue whether they were right or wrong 
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—but they thought that this collective 
punishment, as it is called, was somewhat 
unjust, and a portion of them, I believe 
something less than half of the whole 
number of cadets who were in the college, 
broke out of the college one evening, 
while they were confined as it were to 
barracks, and they marched down in 
a body to a Foresters’ fate which was 
being held at Camberley Fair. The fair 
was held in a field which was enclosed by 
a paling, and the police, seeing a strong 
body of young gentlemen marching down, 
very prudently shut the gates, so that 
only thirty or forty of these gentlemen 

ti into the enclosure. They got on the 
orses and the round-abouts and swings, 
and I believe they enjoyed themselves 
thoroughly. But, finding themselves in 
rather a tight place, they clambered over 
the paling, and I shall be corrected if I am 
wrong, but I believe that within half-an- 
hour or three-quarters of an hour after 
these gentlemen marched out of college, 
the whole posse of them were safely back 
inbarracks. I believe it is now acknow- 
ledged that this was a boyish freak, very 
much the sort of freak that young 
officers might indulge in. I do not stand 


up for one moment to defend it—I do not 
say that it is right—but I only say that I 
believe it was one of that sort of jolifica- 


tions in which young officers sometimes 
indulge. But the War Office treated it 
as a very serious matter. They treated 
it as a matter of insubordination, and 
three corporals were reduced, and two 
were rusticated. I might here observe 
that being made a corporal at Sandhurst 
is highly prized and highly valued, and 
thecorporals’ and the sub-officers’ positions 
are very much envied and looked up to. 
Then several minor punishments were 
issued out to the supposed ringleaders, 
and there the matter, J, suppose ended, 
foron June 24th of this year leave was 
restored. Now, I donot know what those 
who defend this course of action may 
say in defence of it, but I should like here 
Most positively to assert that there is 
nothing in any way to prove that there 
Was any connection between these four 
Incendiary fires and the natural resent- 
ment which was felt at what was con- 
sidered an unfair punishment, which cul- 
minated in the boyish outburst that I 
have mentioned. In fact, my Lords, I 
know—I am positive—that the feeling 
against this incendiarism among the 
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gentlemen cadets was very strong, and 
that if any one of these gentlemen had 
had any proof positive that they could 
point to the individual who had caused 
these fires, they would unhesitatingly and 
at once have brought him to justice. 

That ends the first stage, and] now 
come to the second. As I have said, on 
June 24th of this year, leave was restored, 
and it was supposed that all was 

oing well. But, unfortunately, on 
une 25th, at 3.30 p.m. — the very 
same time at which the two fires 
occurred on April 23rd — another 
fire broke out, in a room which was 
occupied by three cadets, also of the “ C ”’ 
company, who immediately were placed 
under arrest. This was the first time 
that the gentlemen cadets were made 
responsible for these outbreaks of fire, 
and I do not think that any complaint 
can fairly be made of th»ir being placed 
under arrest. An inquiry of four officers 
was at once ordered, and they sat from 
June 26th to June 28th, but nothing 
whatever could be proved against any 
one of these three gentlemen, and, of 
course, they were released. Now, I come 
to June 30th, two days after the release 
of these cadets. On June 30th the War 
Office telegraphed—they did not write, 
but telegraphed—the following message— 

“Unless within twenty-four hours the author 
or authors of the fires which have occurred at. 
Sandhurst have been found, all “C” Company will 
be rusticated, andall servants will be discharged, 
unless they can satisfactorily prove that they 
were not in the college at the time of the fire.” 
Here I ask to be permitted to read a 
portion of Mr. Winston Churchill’s 
letter, which accurately describes, in 
excellent language, what took place after 
that— 

‘‘ At the expiration of the specified time, all 

the cadets of the company were brought before 
the commanding officer ; no evidence was taken 
on oath ; no defence of any kind was allowed ; 
and all who were unable to prove that they 
were on the cricket ground, or otherwise en- 
gaged outside the building, were summarily 
sent down. Amongst them were the three 
cadets who had already been exonerated by the 
Court of Inquiry.” 
Perhaps the word ‘‘exonerated” is a 
little too strong; nothing had been 
proved against these three cadets who 
were added to the black list. That is 
what really happened. 

‘‘And—to make injustice even-handed— 
three wretched servants, old soldiers of the 
highest character, were also flung out.” 
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The official notification of this action 
was sent to the parents of these cadets 
in the following courteous manner :— 
‘* From Assistant-Commandant, R. M. 
College, miei = f 
3rd July, 1902. 

“I beg to inform you that, in accordance 

with instructions received from the War Office, 
your son Gent. Cadet . . . . has this day been 
rusticated, until the end of the term, on account 
of his being unable to prove an alibi on the 
»fternoon of 25th ulto., when an outbreak of 
fire occurred in “‘C” Company’s quarters.” 
I may say that this polite communica- 
tion reached the parents of these cadets 
in some instances aiter the somewhat 
unexpected and unwelcome arrival of the 
cadets at their family homes. I must 
mention here that amongst them eight 
of these rusticated cadets were not in the 
“Camberley Riots,” as they were called, 
at all. 

I should like the House to consider for 
a moment what is the result of this 
joint action of Mr. Secretary Brodrick 
and the noble Earl the Commander-in- 
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It seems to have heen cut into small 
pieces ; it seems to have been made up 
into water-tight compartments ; and it 
seems to have been equally divided 
bet ween himself and twenty-eight of his 
brother cadets, all of whom are, presum- 
ably, innocent, and all of whom have 
denied any knowledge of or complicity in 
this abominable action. And what is the 
| inevitable result ? The War Office send 
these gentlemen down, including the 
felon, for a short time, with the certain 
result that they, the War Office, must 
inevitably re-instate the criminal in Sand- 
hurst, with the possibility—one might 
almost say the probability--that he will 
immediately re-indulge his incendiary 
proclivities. 

Now, my Lords, I have but 
more to say, except to ask your 
Lordships to consider what the 
| consequences of the action of the War 
| Office are, not only to the cadets, but 
| also to the servants, whose case, I respect- 


little 





Chief of His Majesty’s forces, who I am | fullysubmit,also demands some considera- 
glad to see in his place, because he will| tion. The consequences to the servants 
be able to correct me if by any accident | are very serious indeed. The servants of 


I fall into any exaggeration or mistake. | Sandhurst are cld soldiers of exception- 


The person who caused these fires must | ally good character. Their duties are 
evidently either have been a criminal or | very laborious. They have to look after 
a lunatic—perhaps both; and the fact| six cadets apiece; they have to wait 
remains that he must have been either | daily at three meals; they have to do 
amongst those who were punished, or he|two rooms, and make six beds; they 


was not amongst them. Just let us 
consider the first case. Suppose he was 
not amongst these gentlemen who were 
rusticated and sent down. I would very 
respectfully ask the House of Lords 
what possible justification is there for 
rusticating twenty-nine cadets, who deny 
all knowledge of this abominable action, 
for the reason given—{I will quote the 
exact words used by the War Office)— 
because they could not ‘successfully 
prove that they were not in the college 
at the time of the fires.” Suppose that 
this criminal or lunatic was amongst 
these twenty gentlemen who were 
sent down—what was the crime? 
It was the crime of arson. And 
what is arson? Arson, in the English 
law, is the malicious burning of a 
dwelling or outhouse, which in common 
law is felony, and which, if any person is 
therein and is burnt to death, is a capital 
offence. Now, the punishment of this 
felon, if he was amongst these gentlemen, 
see'ns to have been a very curious one. 


Earl Carrington. 


| have to clean twelve pairs of boots ; and 
| once in every week, I think, but certainly 
| once in every few days, they have to do 
a sort -of sentry go—in fact, I suppose 
they are a sort of indoor police. For 
these services they are rewarded by the 
stipend of 18s. a week, on which they 
have to find their food, their lodging, 
and their clothes, and, of course, as valets, 
or servants, they must keep up a decent 
appearance. I do not think that the 
opinion of a Committee which has lately 
inquired into the various circum 
stances connected with the Army 
went any too far when they said 
that these people were “overworked and 
underpaid.” They are now sacked and 
sent about their business, and that, to 
an old soldier, practically meansstarvation. 

Now let us take the case of the cadets. 
What happens to them? They forfeit 
six months seniority; they have to go 
through another term, going through 
the same curriculum and doing again 
all the work that they had gone through 
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before ; and besides, there is a very 
severe loss to the parents. As I said, 
Mr. Winston Churchill called Sandhurst 
“the poor man’s road into the Army,” 
and I will just take two very hard 
cases which are set out in his letter. 
The father of one of these cadets who 
was sent down is 


“a struggling country parson, with a nominal 
income of £120 a year, and afamily of eight 
children. His eldest son has just returned from 
Soutn Africa after twenty-nine months of 
active service, having won the Distinguished 
Service Order. Two other of bis sons are in 
the Navy. It is doubtful whether the extra 
money can be found for the Sandhurst cadet. 
This 1s the kind of person who is struck ; yet 
surely such a one deserves some consideration 
from the State.” 


The other case I will cite is this— 

“The father of another cadet, a master at 

Uppingham, is so badly off that the boy was 
ay able to to Sandhurst through the 
liberality of a relation, who found the necessary 
£150. ‘The boy himself’ writes the head-master 
of the public school, ‘is most conscientious, 
and has worked like a trooper tw get into 
Sandhurst, and out again, for he is not clever. 
His prospects are entirely blighted, for the 
money cannot be found for another term, 
and the boy is broken-hearted at the failure of 
his hopes. Had he been on ‘mufti leave,’ 
like so many of the others, his alibi would 
have been accepted ; but he was working hard, 
more so, fur the examination which was to 
begin the next day.” 
Last Tuesday I put down this Question 
on the Paper of your Lordships’ House, and 
I was requested to postpone it till today. 
I did so with a certain amount of pleasure, 
because I hoped that during the two or 
three days some action would be taken by 
the War Office to rectify what, to use 
very mild language, I must describe as a 
very unfortunate incident. I was not dis- 
appointed, because last night, in the House 
of Commons, Mr. Secretary Brodrick 
stated that 

“ All the cadets of C Company who could 
prove that they were not in a posi 
the last fire at Sandhurst were exempted by 
the Commander-in-Chief from rustication.” 
But we knew that before. Those are 
the people who were in the cricket field— 
outside the building altogether. Those are 
not the unfortunate individuals who were 
reading up for their examination in the 
building itself. Those were the people 
who were proved not to be in the build- 
ing at the time the fires happened. 

“But as regards the cadets rasticated who 
Were to undergo examination this term, the 
Commander-in-Chief is prepared to allow them 
to be examined during this month in London : 
80 that if subsequently cleared— 
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Cleared of what? There has been no 
accusation brought against them ; there 
has been no charge of any sort, descrip- 
tion, or kind brought against these gentle- 
men ; and yet we are told that 

‘*if subsequently cleared they should lose no 
seniority in the Army. No promise can be 
, hn as to commissions in these cases, pending 
iscovery of the actual culprit.” 

Now, my Lords, I think I am justi- 
fied in saying that this action on the 
part of the War Office is perhaps in- 
tended to take some portion of the 
sting out of the complaint, but I must 
point out that there is no abandonment 
of the vicious principle itself, and I 
most sincerely hope that the noble Lord 
who will answer this Question, the 
Under Secretary of State for War, will 
be able to give the House a more 
satisfactory explanation, and to an- 
nounce a far greater modification of 
what we consider to be a most mis- 
taken policy. I go farther still. I say 
that the noble Lord ought this evening 
to give us a clear promise that no 
cadet shall forfeit any seniority unless 
his guilt or complicity with this 
abominable offence is conclusively and 
entirely proved. I most sincerely hope, 
from the bottom of my heart, that the 
noble Lord, Lord Raglan, will be able 
to give us this assurance; but if he 
does not, I must respectfully ask your 
Lordships’ House to consider whether 
the critcism in The Times article last 
Tuesday was one whit too strong when 
the writer said— 

‘* This procedure is not consistent with the 
methods of British justice or with the practice 
of English gentlemen.” 

I beg to ask the Question standing in 
my name. 


*LORD RAGLAN: My Lords, the 
noble Earl who has put this Question to 
me has gone so fully into the details of 
the case that I will not detain your 
Lordships by recapitulating the sequence 
of events. I merely wish to point out 
this fact. A long seres of fires had 
occurred at the Royal Military College 
at Sandhurst. On June 10th, by the 
order of the Commander-in-Chief, all 
leave was stopped pending the discovery 
of the culprit. On June 11th occurred 
that .breach of discipline to which the 
noble Earl, I regret to say, seems to- 
attach exceedingly little importance. A 
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certain number of cadets broke out of 
bounds. They began by dragging one 
of the trophy guns from the front of 
the college, with the apparent intention 
of throwing it into the lake. They were, 
however, prevented from doing so by 
the appearance of one of the officers of 
the college, and they very willingly 
restored the gun to its original position. 
Then a large number of cadets broke 
out of bounds, and proceeded to the 
Foresters’ féte. There was also some 
question of a passing cyclist being pur- 
sued and stopped, and a certain number 
of lamps were broken. But the noble 
Earl is again correct in his facts when 
he says that the whole of the cadets had 
returned and were quiet in their places 
in the college within a short time. Sub- 
sequent to that disturbance, a Committee 
‘was sent down to inquire into the 
matter. That court of inquiry was 
composed of three distinguished officers 
—Sir Robert Grant. General Swale, 
and Sir Leslie Rundle. These officers 
went most carefully into the question 
of this disturbance, and also into 
the question of the fires. Contrary 
to the opinion of the noble Earl, they took 
.a lenient view of what had occurred, and 
recommended that the outbreak should 
mot be treated too seriously. The Com- 
mander-in-Chief accepted the view of that 
court of inquiry, and decided to treat 
‘this outbreak leniently. The noble Earl 
-does not seem to think that there is any- 
thing in gentlemen who are occupying 
the important position of corporal assist- 
ing, aiding, and abetting in a disturbance 
of this character. I regret to say that I 
do not find myself in agreement with the 
noble Earl. At all events, the Commander- 
in-Chief decided that two of these 
-corporals should be rusticated, that three 
should be reduced from the rank of 
corporal, and that a certain number of 
the remaining cadets should be punished 
by restrictions—sixteen for three weeks, 
one for fourteen days, and one for seven 
-days. That decision of the Commander- 
in-Chief’s was given on June 18th, and, 
following up his policy of leniency, the 
Commander-in-Chief withdrew the general 
restriction of leave on June 23rd. On June 
25th a fresh incendiary fire broke out in 
the passage of “C” Company—the same 
passage in which the three previous fires 
‘had occurred. Ina matter of this kind, 
-discipline is bound to be upheld, but there 
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is a point which, it seems to me, both 
the noble Earl and the critics who write 
interesting communications to the publie 
Press appear to lose sight of altogether— 
that is, that these incendiary fires not only 
endanger a very large amount of Govern- 
ment property, but also put in jeopardy 
a large number of very valuable lives. 

It was obviously necessary that 
some steps should be taken to put an 
end to this state of things, which 
was apparently continuing. Investiga- 
tions of the most painstaking and 
minute character had been carried out; 
and had resulted in absolute failure 
to bring home the fault to any 
individual or individuals. But there 
is one point, which, I regret to say, 
appears to me to have been brought out 
strongly during the course of these inves- 
tigations. The majority of your Lordships 
have had the privilege, as I have, of being 
educated at one or other of our great 
public schools, and it is unnecessary for 
me to remind you that at those public 
schools the scholars are in the enjoyment 
of more liberty than is granted in similar 
schools in any other country in the world, 
They obtain that liberty on conditions, 
and one of the conditions is that the 
scholars shall, if I may be allowed to use 
the expression, police themselves —that is 
to say that the scholars themselves shall 
assist the authorities in preserving order 
and maintaining discipline. The result of 
that is, that if anything occurs at any 


public school the headmaster, or whoever 
is the Chief of the particular school, can 
go with perfect confidence to the sixth 
orm, or to the prepostors, or whatever 
the senior boys of the school may be 
called, and rely entirely upon them for 
their assistance in maintaining the discip- 


line of the school. In the case of Sand- 
hurst there has been a most regrettable 
absence on the part of the cadets of 
eae spirit in this direction. Not only 

ave the cadets apparently made little or 
no effort to discover the author of these 
abominable acts, but they do not seem to 
me <«o acknowledge that it ts any part of 
their duty to give any active assistance to 
the authorities of the college in discover- 
ing the culprit or culprits. This I would 
point out to the noble Earl, who I regret 
to say seems to think these are mere 
boyish escapades. 


*EarL CARRINGTON: No, I object 
to that. I never said incendiarism was @ 
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boyish escapade. I condemn it as much | has made the faintest suggestion as to 
as the noble Lord. What I said was that | what weshould do. I would put to your 
these boyish amusements were not in any | Lordships this point—supposing in the 
way very reprehensible ; but I never said | house of one of your Lordships a 
that incendiarism was a boyish escapade. | series of occurrences of this description 


took place in one wing of the building 
*Lorp RAGLAN: I beg the noble Ear!’s | in which certain people were; would you 
on. I did not mean to say that he | take no notice of it? I think if no 
thought incendiarism was not reprehensi- | notice was taken by your Lordships, the 
ble, but that I think, in a matter of this | assurance society would take some notice 


kind, the whole discipline? of the college | of it. 
| 


is at stake, and that the noble Earl appar- 
ently thought these disturbances were 
mere boyish freaks. The want of that 


. ; rs | 
assistance which the authorities of the | of general punishment. 


school had a right to expect from the 
cadets in matters of this description 
would be most unfortunate in any 
public school or similar scholastic insti- 
tution; but it is to my mind, most 
deeply deplorable in a body of young 
men, many of whom in a short time, 
some of them in a few weeks, would be 
commissioned officers in his Majesty’s 
service, and whose duty it would then 
be touphold the authority of those above 
them, and to instil discipline into, and 
exact implicit obedience from, those 
below them. 


Thus far I have explained as frankly 
as I can what had happened, and the 
situation with which the military autho- 
tities were confronted. Several fires had 


occurred—incendiary fires; there was no | 
doubt whatever that these fires were) 


caused wilfully. Little or no assistance 
in the detection of the offenders was 
received from the cadets. It was almost 
certain that the fires were caused by some 
inmate of the college, either a cadet, or 
aservant. Otherwise the position would 
be this: it would be necessary to suppose 
that some outsider could come into the 
eollege in the middle of the day, when 
the cadets would be all about the passages 
aC” Company, and proceed to start 
4fire in that particular passage which 
he must have known was being most 
carefully and specially watched. What 
steps were the military authorities tu 
take? As I have said, they had valuable 
Property in their charge, and they were 
the guardians of a large number of still 
more valuable lives. It was the bounden 
duty of the military authorities to protect 
those lives and that property. We have 
been told by a large number of people 
what we ought not to do, but nobody 


|as far as possible 


| The noble Earl has animadverted very 
|strongly on the subject of general 
punishment. I hold no brief on behalf 
On the contrary, 
| I hold, as I think everybody holds, that 
eneral punishments 
| are to be avoided. But in saying that I 
‘do not say that general punishments 
| are never under any circumstances to be 


imposed. On this occasion the only 


‘resource was some form of general 
|punishment. The Commander-in-Chief 
| decided to inflict a general punishment, 
| but he arranged to the best of his ability to 
| inflict that punishment on the minimum 
/number of persons. The fires, with the 
| exception of one, occurred in one par- 
‘ticular passage, that was of “C” 
|Company. There are sixty-two cadets 
in “C” Company. The Commander-in- 
Chief laid down that any cadet who 
could prove he was not in the passage 
at the time the fire occurred should 
have no punishment inflicted upon him. 
It was proved by experiments made by 
the court of inquiry that the fire must 
necessarily have been started in a very 
short time, that is to say, the fire could 
not have resulted from a smouldering 
match placed into the bed, some time 
previously. Therefore, it was only a 
short space of time that could have 
elapsed from the time that the fire was 
lit before it was discovered. Twenty- 
nine cadets were shown to have been in 
the passage during the time when this 
fire must have been started. These 
cadets were sent down, or rusticated. 
With regard to the servants, about 
whom the noble Earl has also 
spoken, three have been dismissed 
from the service of the Royal 
Military College. They were men 
who were acting as orderlies in the 
passage at the time when the fire actually 








occurred. It is the duty of the orderlies 





1331 Sandhurst College 


to prevent such occurrences, and for want 
of the proper vigilance in the discharge of 
their duties these men were dismisse 

I now come to a subject which I am 
sorry to bring before your Lordships, 
because I think it should be avoided if 
possible—the subject of paepenantte, I 
might almost say that all the acts of the 
War Office are criticised as though the 
War Office was a sort of nebulous place 
in which anonymous clerks came to most 
momentous conclusions without any con- 
sideration whatever. I need not say to 
your Lordships that that is never the 
case, and it is, if possible, less true in this 
matter than in almost any other. The 
Commander-in-Chief came to his con- 
clusion on this case after the most careful 
personal consideration of the whole 
matter. It is not necessary for me, it 
would not be becoming, to point out the 
services of the noble Earl the Commander- 
in-Chief, but I would like to point out 
one particular thing with regard to that 
great career. The noble Earl has com- 
manded for many years large armies, both 
in peace and in war. Those armies have 
been composed of men of many creeds, 
many races, many classes, and, if there is 
one thing more than another which has 
distinguished the administration of those 
armies by the noble Earl, it is the high 
state of discipline which he has established 
and maintained in them. But over and 
beyond that, if there is anything which 
has more distinguished that great career, 
it is the extreme leniency and considera- 
tion which the noble Earl has shown to 
every one who has served under his com- 
mand. I cannot help saying that, as far 
as my own personal opinion is concerned, 
I infinitely prefer to trust in the mature 
judgment of the Commander-in-Chief thau 
in the half-informed opinion communi- 
cated to the public press by Gentlemen, 
however young or ill-informed those 
Gentlemen may be. 

There is only one other point which 
I wish to touch upon, and that 
is the idea that the future career of these 
young men is permanently closed. In 
the worst possible case they will lose only 
afew months seniority. The Commander- 
in-Chief has intimated that it is his inten- 
tion to allow those cadets who would 
have come out of Sandhurst in the 
ordinary course of events at the end of 
this term, to Le examined, during this 
month, in the same examination in ‘Lon- 
don. If subsequently cleared they will 
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lose no seniority, and if anything should 


pos to relieve any particular cadet or 


ets of blame every consideration wil] 
be shewn to them. 


Lorp HENEAGE: Perhaps it would 
be a convenient course if I took advan 
of the question which has been asked by 
my noble friend to make the few remarks 
I desire to make in the way of an appeal 
on behalf of these cadets. I cannot help 
making one observation with regard to 
the speech to which we have just listened. 
Not only was it eminently unsatisfactory, 
but my noble friend the Under Secretary 
of State for War has introduced an 
entirely novel procedure into this House, 
From start to finish he has entirely ignored 
the fact that there is a Minister for War, 
I do not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman has resigned since he made his 
speech the other night, but my noble 
friend has done that -vhich only a few 
years ago would have been looked upon 
with the greatest scorn by the Ministers. 
on the Bench : he has put the whole of the 
blame, or responsibility, or whatever it 
may be, on the Commander-in-Chief. 


“We were told not many years ago that 


the name of the Commander-in-Chief was 
never mentioned, and I think it is ex- 
tremely unfair to those who now take 
part in the debate that it should be made 
to appear, after the speech of the noble 
Lord, that they were making an attack 
upon the noble Earl, the Commander-in- 
Chief. I do not intend to make any such 
attack, nor do I wish to make an attack 
upon the Minister for War, but I do 
desire to appeal to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to reconsider the determination to 
which they have come. I fear that the 
historical portion of this incident at 
Sandhurst, and the disciplinary ideas 
with regard to Sandhurst, have been 
allowed to overshadow the particular case 
about which my noble friend asked his 

uestion, and with which I have to deal. 

am not going into the history of this 
incident at Sandhurst ; there is no neces 
sity whatever for so doing. The reason 
for the rustication of these cadets was 
stated most clearly in the letter sent to 
the parents, by which they were informed 
that, according to instructions received 
from the War Office, their sons, being 
unable to prove an alibi on the afternoon 
of June 25th, when the fire occurred, and 
on that ground alone, had been rusticated. 
Therefore, simply because these cadets 
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could not prove an alibi they were sent| Now I come to what, I am sorry to 
down, thereby incurring the loss of six | say, appears to me to be an even worse 
months’ seniority, with all its necessary | part of the case. It was bad enough 
¢onsequences, which perhaps they do not | for these cadets to be rusticated without 
themselves appreciate, but which their | the slightest evidence against them ; it 
parents and friends do. The matter, how- was bad enough for them to go home 
ever, is made much worse, because in this | with this stigma upon them; but what 
ase young gentlemen who were idling| did the Secretary of State for War say 
away their time on the cricket field or | in the House of Commons the other day ? 
elsewhere have been absolutely exonerated, | [ really cannot think that he appreciated 
whilst the men who were working in their | the gravity of his words. He stated in 
rooms for the examination which was | the House of Commons, speaking of the 
shortly to take place have been rusticated, | ¢.. of June 25— 
pee Sieg were Gaing thet for which ‘*No charge has been brought against indi- 
they wens sent to Sandhurst, and this vidual cadets, but the fact remains that this 
immediately after the publication of the occurred within the same block, and in all 
“Rep srt on Military Education,” in which | probability it was within the knowiedge of 
it is said that young officers will not maar ew so — Sek tose 
. < seen to enter e€ ac roor 1 n en 

Jeara their work, and are very much in minutes or half-an-hour before the last event 
need of education. occurred. Therefore, there was absolute reason, 
: and this after the report of the general officers, 
But, apart from what I venture to think to suppose that several of the cadets who were 
is the injustice and even folly +f this rusticated were implicated in this unfortunate 
order, and the interests of the parents of | business.” 
the cadets, let me point out an indirect | Then, after some interruptions from his 
and perhaps even more far-reaching | own side of the House, he went on to 
result of this decision. These cadets in say— 
*U Company will return to Sandhurst ‘“‘There was a mutinous outbreak in which 
after their rustication is over, and they | the very cadets implicated broke bounds.” 
will then be on exactly the same footing = 

©!Tf the Minister for War, who has not 
as all the other cadets. When they have been alluded to in the speech of. the 


: ; ~gh! 1} 
passed their examination, they will be Under Secretary of State. for War, 


entitled to become officers in the Army. k ke h Ree 

But they will be branded with the stigma vataty a rs WR WHO were. pECEeS Ip 

that they have been sent down suspected | “ese Hres, why is it necessary tO rusticate 
™ all the cadets who were present in the 


‘of complicity in arson, that their word pote! 
has not been believed, that their honour | barracks of “C" Company? If he does 


has not been trusted, and that they have | 2°t know whowere implicated, whatright, 
been accused of disloyalty to their officers | Of Teason, or justice is there for saying 
and to the college. “This is a stigma of | that these cadets were implicated in the 
which they will not be able to rid them-| fire, and that many of those who were 
selves for years. They have been sent \sent down knew about it? After that, 
down without one tittle of evidence it is impossible to say that these cadets 
against them. That appears to me to be | have not gone down with a stigma upon 
a very strong point. We are told by| their names. It is very well known to 
my noble friend the Under Secretary | the relatives and friends of these cadets, 
of State for War that four officers| and of the cadets in other companies, 
were sent down to inquire into the | that from the very beginning the cadets 
various things that had happened. The | have given positive assurances that they 
questions I would ask is this—What was| know nothing whatever about these 
General Markham’s opinion? What fires, that they deplored them, that they 
was the opinion of General Grant ?| consider the acts to be criminal, and 
What was the opinion of Sir Leslie | that they would not screen the author 


Rundle? Did they, or did they not, of them. I have heard some of them 


believe the cadets when they said they | U8, Brym ages. I 2 = pd 


knew nothing whatever about these culprit they would first duck him in 
eccurrences? It appears to me from | the pond, and hand him over to the 
what happened afterwards that they | authorities afterwards. They regret 
must have believed them. the occurrences as much as anyone, but 
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what has happened now is that you 
have told these men that you do not 
believe them, and these are the very 
men who are to be our officers in the 
future. I would venture toask Ministers, 
as a whole, to look into this question. 
I would ask them not to wrap them- 
selyes in the cloak of Ministerial infalli- 
bility, and not to allow these young 
men, at the very beginning of their 
career, to have cast upon them the stain 
of dishonour, disloyalty, and untruthful- 
ness, which will attach to them for many 
years to come. I for one, and I know 
something about some of them, believe 
the assurance of these cadets. 

But assume, for the sake of argument, 
that it was some insane cadet who com- 
mitted this act. Why should it be a 
cadet of “‘C” Company ? No people are 
more clever than mad people, and if a 
cadet is insane enough to commit a 
series of acts such as these, and yet not 
be found out by those in the college, he 
is quite clever enough not to do them 
in his own quarters. I cannot myself 
see that there is any evidence which 
goes to show that the cadet was of “C” 
Company, and I am also certain of the 
fact that a large number of cadets at 
Sandhurst are of that opinion them- 
selves. At the same time, they do not 
believe it was a cadet ; they have always 
said that in their opinion it was a 
servant. It might possibly be a cadet, 
but at any rate I am perfectly certain 
that they know nothing about it. 

Then there is another point I should 
like to refer to, and that is that the last 
fire occurred on the very day when these 
young gentlemen all had their leave 
restored, and when they were under the 
belief that they would be free to come 
up to those events which they were 
anxious to see in London. It would, 
therefore, have been an insane act on the 
part of anyone of them to bring punish- 
ment upon the whole of the college when 
they themselves were so anxious to get 
rid of this prohibition of leave. That 
appears to me to be a very strong point. 

Then with regard to these general 
punishments,—they have always failed 
in Public Schools. They have failed 
because they are opposed to the tradi- 
tions of the country and to the spirit of 
Englishmen, and they will fail when they 
are brought into military colleges or 
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elsewhere for the same reason. Moreover, 
they are opposed to our love of justice 
and to our judicial procedure, whether in 
military or in Civil Courts of law. If 
there has been one tradition and boast of 
free Englandit has been that twelve guilty 
men should escape punishment rather 
than one innocent man suffer. I ask 
whether that principle has been acted 
upon in this case ? Why have the tradi- 
tions of English justice been put on one 
side? I entirely agree with everything 
said by my noble friend as to the 
necessity of enforcing discipline, and, if 
possible, of doing something in some 
judicial way to find out how these fires 
originated. But I do not think you will 
achieve that end by the course which has 
been adopted. It is against every idea of 
justice that you should rusticate twenty- 
nine young gentlemen who are about to be- 
come officers in the Army, simply because 
you cannot find out who is the guilty 
person. 


THE DuKE or NORTHU MBERLAND: 
I should like to say a word on this ques. 
tion in response to an invitation which 


‘fell from the noble Lord the Under 


Secretary of State for War. He asked 
what we would do if repeated incendiary 
fires occurred in one of our own houses, 
I happen to have had that experience. 
It is now many years ago, but I was once 
living in a house where a series of 
incendiary fires occurred. I can tell the 
noble Lord what we did not do. We did 
not dismiss the whole of the servants. 


Lorp RAGLAN: And we did not 
rusticate the whole of the cadets. 


THE DuKE or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
Well, we did not dismiss any of the 
servants, but we adopted what, I venture 
to think, is a juster and more intelligible 
course. We took very good care to have 
the house well watched, and to let every- 
body know that it was being done. I do 
not wish to say exactly what happened, 
but I may say this—that the person 
who I have no doubt: was really guilty 
took very good care ~* disappear from 
the scene. That is t}. ay in which in 
ordinary cases we de: with incendiary 
fires. 

I have been surprised at a great deal 
that has passed in this debate. I was 
surprised on the one hand, that the 
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noble Earl who brought forward this 
question should have introduced the topic 
of the poverty of the families of some of 
these cadets What has that to do with 
the question ? If a crime has been com- 
mitted, that crime must be punished. No 
judge in Court of Justice ever considers, 
when the crime of arson has been com- 
mitted, whecherthe relations ofthe criminal 
are rich or poor. To bring forward such 
considerations is, if | may say so, to draw 
red herrings across the scent. Then the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary of State 
for War tells us that these fires are very 
serious things. Again, what has that to 
do with the matter? Nobody disputes 
that the fires are very serious things, but 
the fact that a crime isa serious crime 
does not make an injustice any the less 
an injustice. I must express my great 


astonishment that in your Lordships’ | 
House such—if I may say so with all | 


respect—confused ideas of justice and 
injustice should ‘be put forward, and I 
have thought that some comment was 
necessary. 


The noble Lord drew a distinetion 
between Sandhurst and the public 
schools. He said that in the latter there 


was public spirit in the higher classes 
which enabled the scholars themselves 
to police the school, so that the head 
master was able to rely upon them for 


discipline. I should like to ask the 
noble Lord to consider how that comes 
about. How has that feeling been 
created in our public schools? Has the 
noble Lord never known that feeling to 
die away? Itis kept up by the conduct 
of the head master and the masters gener- 
ally. It is acreation of the management 
of the school. I know nothing of the 
management of Sandhurst; at the 
present moment I do not know even 
the name of a single officer in command 
there. I am therefore speaking abso- 
lutely without personal reference of any 
sort or kind when I say that I think 
this is a matter which those responsible 
for the conduct of the great military 
colleges should take to heart. 
true that this public spirit has not been 
created at Sandhurst, it is a matter for 
which they should feel themselves very 
gravely responsible. It is not fair to put 
the blame of such a state of things upon 
the scholars, and to take none of it 


themselves. 
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Viscount HAMPDEN: Like the 
noble Duke, I should like to give the 
Under Secretary of State for War an 
answer to the inquiry which he made of 
your Lordships as to what any of you 
would have done in a similar case. I 
think the incident 1am about to relate 
will be even clearer and more convincing 
than that put forward by my noble 
friend. I would like, first, to refer- 
to the answer given by the Under 
Secretary of State for War. I do not 
think I shall be accused of using ex- 
aggerated language when I say that the 
reply of the noble Lord was the weakest 

ssible defence to a very serious charge. 

he noble Lord said that he and the War 
Office are opposed to the system of 
general punishment where it can be 
avoided. 

*LorD RAGLAN : I did not speak for 
the War Office ; I spoke for myself. 


Viscount HAMPDEN : The only case 
in which it can be applied—and very 
properly—in the Army, as far as I know, 
is a case of insubordination. There was 
insubordination among these cadets, but 
it has to be borne in mind that that act 
of insubordination was reported on by a 
Committee of the War Office ; a decision 
was taken upon that act of insubordina- 
tion, and that act, whatever it was, was 
condoned. It is, therefore, impossible to 
say that the War Office can rest their 
action in this case upon that act of in- 
subordination. It really comes to this, 
that the act which is to be inquired into 
and considered, and for which, possibly, 
these cadets are to be punished, is an act 
of arson, and none other. In this case 
there is no doubt that you are punishing 
a large number of innocent cadets for the 
offence of one person who may not be a 
eadet at all. I call that rank injustice. 

The noble Lord asked us, “ What, then, 
should the War Office have done? What 
would any of your Lordships have done ?” 
All I ean say is that, about two years 
ago, I, like the noble Duke, had a fire in 
|my house. I did a commonsense thing— 
I sent for detectives, and discovered the 
criminal, who afterwards got three years 
penal servitude. Surely the War Office 
might have endeavoured, by some proper 
system of detection, to discover the 
criminal in this case. They have not 
taken that course ; they have made the 
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innocent suffer with the guilty. I pro-{ mentioned. The very moment the re- 
test that this is not a question of the | port reached me, I went to the Secre- 
great and magnificent services of the tary of State and told him every- 
noble Earl, the Commander-in-Chief ; it thing, and he said to me, “This is a 
is a question simply of the justice or the | matter of discipline; I wish vou to deal 
injustice of the decision of the War | with it.” After I had seen Sir Edward 
Office; and I hope that either in this | Markham I came to the conclusion that 
House or in the other, some Motion will | it was advisable to limit the boys’ leave, 
be tabled regretting the action the War | and to see if we could possibly find out 
Office have taken. ‘anything about it, being so satisfied 
Eart ROBERTS: It seems desirable | ™yself that it must be someone in the 
that I should say a few words in ex. | building who was the cause of the fires. 
planation of the action which has been The order was issued restricting leave. 
taken in regard to rusticating these | The very next day a number of these boys 
cadets, and which has brought forth | broke out. That was, of course, most im- 
questions both in this House and in| Proper behaviour. It showed that the 
f . 
wat ot ts Pcp me, I sent was a want of discipline amongst them. I 
for the Commandant at Sandhurst, and | then convened a Committee. and sent 
I asked him if he could tell me how tats pice arth geet spat Bee 
these fires occurred, or whether he : ’ e 
ne ler dome ae oapd PAE ag a Pg Sol ag 
1 , c as 
Fie omen ‘pambaelly ‘egeek this. et eg /unpremeditated, but that at the same 
Sir Edward Markham told me that he | time the cadets had behaved in a very 
had no suspicions, but he said he felt | unruly manner, and it was necessary to 
sure it must be either the cadets or | ™ark my displeasure at their conduct. 
the servants, some person who had an | The two head boys, the corporals, were 
intimate acquaintance with the locality. bye. ages in om outbreak, — 
No Granger could posbly glint the | emg wo mt Pk 
ba aaees pag og gu ym. . the | regard to the others I left it to the 
servants or the cadets. was a cadet | ? : 
at Sandhurst myself, and I quite realised | po ig = i a ones ee: I 
the truth of what Sir Edward Markham y re, 


said. Jt seemed almost impossible that | ge re ss bps eps. perhaps 
any-one could enter the quarters | ; wey Fee ca came psi: 


; : |corporals, and that they deserved some 
oe - fe pate. gg: Mh ~ | kind of restriction, but I left it to him to 
fi |do what he liked. He confined them to 
— “oe grin me “+ _ Pipes | their quarters for a few days. The boys 
os Aft ae . - te aa | at Sandhurst were coming up to take part 
about. ter school some of the cadets | in the King’s Coronation,‘and I was most 
were sure to be in some part of the | anxious that they should not be deprived 
building. I suggested to Sir Edward 6 this honour,so after a few days I decided 
—— — agg ¥ wr be | to communicate again with Sir Edward 
visable to employ, as understand | Markham. I sent for him, and said: “If 
the noble Duke (Northumberland) em-' you see no objection, on June 23 I will 
ployed, some person to ascertain, if | send you an order cancelling the restrie- 
a. how rer in a eh house pe tion of leave.” That order was published 
taken place. General Markham assured|on the 24thin Sandhurst. The 25th 
me that that was out of the question. | was the day they were to come up 
that on a former occasion it had been|to London in order to take part 
tried, and that after a certain time|in the Coronation on the 26th. Un- 
the man had come to him and said: | fortunately, and to my great dis 
— ioneaty sags gs f% me ee Be the nd ae = 
the only stranger in e place, and | took place in the same block. at wi 
it is quite impossible for me to find out |to be done? You could not possibly 
anything.” The noble Lord has asked | allow the fires to go on. If they had not 
why the Secretary of State has not been | been discovered, they might have burnt 


Viscount Hampden. 


When the ¢@dets resented the order, and that there 
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the place down. They might have taken | been said as to the necessity of, and I 
place at night, and lives might have | would do all I could to assist in, main- 


been lost. Something had to be done. 
Sir Edward Markham told me they had 
done all they possibly could about it. I 
sent for him again, and said, “ The only 
thing I can think of, as you yourself are 
satisfied that it is either the cadets 
or the servants, is that the cadets and 
the servants must in some way be 
punished.” I then ordered that the cadets 
who could prove that they were away 
from the buildings should be allowed to 
remain, but in regard to those who were 
anywhere near—we knew the time that 


the fire could have been kindled, and | 


the exact time that it was discovered, and 
the whole period was only about three 
quarters of an hour—should be rusticated 
for the remainder of the term. 

myself, as the noble Lord has said, 
am not in favour of general punish- 
ment, but I do think that at times it 
is inevitable if discipline is to be main- 
tained. Serious crimes cannot be 


allowed to go on merely because the 

guilty individual cannot be identified. 
All I can say to satisfy your Lordships 

is this, that | myself will go carefully 


into each individual case. I will en- 
deavour to see that no boy shall lose 
time in the service by what has hap- 
pened ; but I could not for a moment 
think that it would be right to allow 
these boys to return wholesale to Sand- 


| taining that discipline. But I think it 
'is worth while to put in a plea for re- 
consideration, even after the words which 
have fallen from the Commander-in-Chief. 
The point | wish to make is this; what 
justification have we for thinking that 
this general punishment has been rightly 
applied to the particular twenty-nine 
cadets who belong to Block “CC? 
Why is it to be supposed that these 
| atrocious acts were necessarily committed 
| by a cadet belonging to “C ” Company 
at all ? 

| I must go very briefly through the 
| history of these fires. The first fire 
was a double fire ; it took place in two 
rooms in Block “C.” In each case it 
| arose in a chest of drawers. In the first 
case much damage was done ; in the 
‘other very little damage was caused. 
|The next fire did not take place in 
| Block ““C” at all, but in Block “A,” 
300 yards away. ‘The fourth fire took 
place in the office of the Engineering 
Instructor, just off his lecture room, 
between Blocks ‘‘A” and “C.” Some 
Orders of the Day were hanging against 
the door ; these were set fire to, and a big 
hole was burnt in the door. So far as 
these two middle fires are concerned, 
there is no case whatever for saying 
they proceeded from the action of a 
cadet in Block “C” any more than 





hurst unless we come to some satis-| from the action of a cadet in any 
factory conclusion as to how these fires | other part of the College. It is true 
took place. I may say, further, that | that the last fire occurred in a room 
in the interests of discipline, I much | in Block “C.” Then, the matter has been 
regret the letters that have appeared | somewhat confused by the introduction 
in The Times. They most certainly | of the outbreak at Camberley Fair. I do 
make the cadets imagine that they have | not think it is fair to mix up the incendiary 
been treated harshly and unjustly and | crimes with the outbreak at Camberley 
they incite them to protest against the! Fair at all. That outbreak may have 
orders of the military authorities. Now, | arisen from the feeling excited by the 
these boys are not yet officers ; but they | stoppage of general leave. Here, again, 
are shortly to become officers, and what | I would point out that you are unable to 
worse advice could possibly be given to | show that the cadets in Block “C” took 
@ young officer than to tell him that | @ greater part in the outbreak at Camberley 


he is to cavil at, and object to, orders | Fair than the cadets in any other part of 
given to him by his military superiors ? * the College. Take the three corporals 
| who suffered. Two were rusticated and 
| degraded, one was degraded. Of those 

apm 1 se ye sey noe Ca 
“ ” any *¢ beg 

say one word that would in any way Of the nlnesien a ewenty: calles who 
nigeon ; - ee, of — | Were under restrictions, oy Seger or 
g discipine at Sandhurst or else-| four belonged to Company “C.” As a 
where, I fully concurjin all that has! matter of fact, 1 know of three or four 
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cadets in Company “C” who did not 
take part in the Camberley Fair outbreak 
at all—who were in their quarters all the 
time ; they certainly suffer very unjustly 
if they are punished for anything in 
connection with the Camberley Fair 
outbreak. 

It seems to me that two or three con- 
siderations arise. The first is, whether a 
collective punishment is a good thing at 
all. We all of us have some experience, 
in one form or another, of these collective 
punishments, and I think we all know 
that they generally prove extremely 
unsuccessful. There is also this to be 
said against them—that they sin against 
the first principle of the administration 
of British justice, in that they assume 
the guilt of the person who is punished, 
and say, “You shall receive this punish- 
ment unless you can prove your inno- 
cence.” That is not at all a satisfactory 
way of meting out punishment. Then 
there is another point. Assuming for 
the moment that a 


is desirable, I would ask whether the 


hp general punishment which has 


en given to these twenty-nine cadets is 
a suitable form of such punishment. It 
seems ito me that if you are to have a 
general or collective punishment at all, 
it should be one that, whilst disagreeable 
to the persons punished, and, therefore, 
a real punishment, should be no draw- 
back to their career in the future. The 
very essence of this particular punish- 
ment is that the cadets lose six months 
seniority. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuirg) : 
Not necessarily. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Necessarily, 
unless the criminal is hereafter found out. 
I understand that that is the effect of the 
concession which has been made. Of 
these general punishments, a particular 
punishment inflicted for the purpose of 
finding out the culprit, or of inducing 
somebody to confess, rather partakes of 
the character of a trial by torture. You 
are really applying the thumbscrew, as it 
were, to these people, in order to make 
them confess their knowledge, whether it 
be of guilt in themselves or or guilt in 
others. 

The next point is whether this par- 
ticular offence is a suitable one for punish- 
ment by collective punishment. 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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|I think the answer must be “No.” 
To say that criminal acts such as re- 
peated attempts at arson can be properly 
punished by the rustication of twenty- 
nine cadets for a term, is a proposition 
impossible of maintenance. The punish- 
ment, if it is to be taken as a punishment 
for arson, is utterly inadequate. It is no 
punishment at all, whereas the infliction 
of this loss of time on twenty-nine inno- 
cent men, as they may be, is a very great 
| hardship indeed. 
| Ido not want to press upon the House 
_ anything that would savour of a desire for 
|the relaxation of due discipline, but I 
would press upon your Lordships the 
| desirability of further inquiry into this 
matter, with a view to changing the pun- 
ishment which has been meted out, to 
replacing these cadets in the position they 
have lost, under, as I think, somewhat 
hard circumstances, and to taking more 
effective steps to find out and severely 
punish the man who is really guilty of 
the crime for which these twenty-nine 
cadets are now suffering. 


*Toe Marquess OF LANSDOWNE : 
I think your Lordships will not desire 
much to prolong the discussion on this 
case, which, whatever we may think 
| about it, we must all regard as one of a 

particularly distressing and unsatisfactory 

nature. I should have thought that even 
| those who were most inclined to espouse 
| warmly the case of these young men 
| would have been content to leaveit where 
| it was left by the Commander-in-Chief at 
| the end of the extremely convincing and 
| temperate speech he delivered just now. 
I understood the Commander-in-Chief to 
tell your Lordships that he was prepared 
to review these cases himself with the 
utmost care, and that he hoped to be able 
so to arrange the matter that none of these 
gentlemen cadets would suffer _per- 
manently in seniority in consequence of 
what has taken place. 

I wish, however, to say one word with 
regard to a complaint which was made by 
Lord Heneage against my noble friend the 
Under Secretary for War, to the effect 
that during his speech my noble friend 
had ignored the Secretary of State for 
War, and had thrown the whole of the 
responsibility for what had occurred on 
the shoulders of the Commander-in- 
Chief. I no not think that was a very 
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just or a very generous complaint to| 
make. My noble friend must be aware 
that, under the existing constitution of 
the War Office, discipline is a matter 
that particularly concerns the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and which concerns him 
more at this moment than it did twelve, 
or at any rate eighteen, months ago, 
it was, indeed, in no slight degree owing 
to the discussions in this House that the 
Order in Council of 1895 was modified, 
and that discipline which, under that 
Order in Council, lay almost entirely 
with the Adjutant General was placed 
under the direct control of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. And although I am| 
the first to contend—and I have done so | 





in this House—that for any action of| , 


the War Office the Secretary of State | 
for War must be primarily and | 
above all others responsible, I do/ 
not see that my noble friend was un- | 
reasonable when he pointed out that | 
this was particularly a case of discipline, 
that the Commander-in-Chief had per- | 
sonally investigated it, and had made | 
recommendations which received the) 
¢oncurrence of the Secretary of State | 
for War. 

This discussion has turned really upon 
a single point—whether what has been 
described as general or collective punish- | 
ments are or are not admissible. The | 
noble Lord who introduced the subject | 
spoke of the vicious principle of general 
punishments. I dislike general punish- 
ments as much as the noble Lord. They 
are at best but a very clumsy expedient : 
they involve the punishment of the 
innocent as well as the guilty, they 
¢reate a great amount of sympathy with 
and feeling for the offenders; and I go 
4s far as any Member of this House in 
holding that punishments of this kind 
should be resorted to only in the most 
extreme and inevitable cases. But we 
must all of us, in the course of our ex- 
perience, have known cases where such | 
punishment has been resorted to; and, 
although it may not have exactly the 
effect we might desire from it, there is 
one effect which it is calculated to pro- 
duce, and which I do not think has been 
teferred to at all during this discussion— 
I mean it acts as a deterrent. The 
knowledge that punishment of this kind 
can be inflicted is, at any rate, likely to 
discourage other offenders from repeat- 
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ing the original offence. In this case, as 
the Commander-in-Chief said, if there 
was to be no general punishment, what 
was to happen? The Commander-in 
Chief demolished altogether the sugges 
tion that the remedy lay in the employ- 
ment of detectives. The fact is that this 
is a case where you had eithert o resort 
to general punishment or to allow these 
incidents to pass by altogether un- 
punished. 

The noble Lord who spoke first de- 
scribed these fires at the Royal Military 
College as queer incidents, and he spoke 
of them as resulting either from accident 
or design he—did not know which. 


Eart CARRINGTON: Only the first 
re. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Well, that point has been investigated, 
and I am able to say that the military 
authorities are absolutely certain that 
these fires were not accidental ; what- 
ever they were, they were not accidents. 
The military authorities, therefore, had to 
consider what was necessary in order to 
enforce discipline and to ensure the safety 


of the premises, and they resorted to this 


expedient. In so doing I believe they 
took the only course which was open to 
them ; it is a course which has its unfor- 
tunate side, but I cannot help hoping, 
after what we have heard from the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, that he may find it 
possible so to temper juscice with mercy 
as to prevent any of these youths, whose 
guilt cannot be clearly established, having 
their careers in the Army permanently 
marred by the fact that they were at the 
college when these unfortunate occurrences 
took place. 


‘Tue Ear oF ROSEBERY: I rise for 
one practical purpose, and that is, to ask 
the noble Marquess what it is the Com- 
mander-in-Chief has promised. I under- 
stand him to say he would go into every 
case personally. What does that mean ? 
Does it mean that the Commander-in- 
Chief, or the Secretary for War, is pre- 
pared now to take the course which some 
of us think might have been taken before, 
of taking evidence from the cadets who 
were in the building at the time, and of 
taking their declarations on the subject of 
their innocence or their guilt? What 
does the promise of the Commander-in- 
Chief amount to ? 
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EarLt SPENCER: Merely to enforce 
what my noble friend has said, I should 
like to point out that the gallant Field 
Marshal said— 


THE Eari or ROSEBERY: I should 
like an answer to my question ; otherwise, 
I havé not finished my remarks. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Earl wants an answer. I am 
afraid that the only person who can 
answer his question is the Commander-in- 
Chief himself, and he has left the House. 
I have endeavoured to reproduce as nearly 
as I could the words which fell from the 
Commander-in-Chief. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: I am 
absolutely bewildered. I remember the 
declarations of the noble Marquess when 
he was at the head of the War Office, that 
we were absolutely forbidden to think of 
the Commander-in-Chief. Although I hail 
the appearance of the Commander-in- 
Chief in his corporate capacity, and 
although I quite admit that since that 
time there has been a new Minute as to 
the duties of the Commander-in-Chief, I 
really cannot suppose that the whole 
policy of the Government in a matter 
which has created such universal interest 
is under the hat of the Commander-in- 
Chief and has left the House with the 
Commander-in-Chief. Are we to under- 
stand that this is an individual question, 
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| care that no unnecessary hardship should 
accrue. What I now understand from 
| the noble Marquess, the late Secretary for 
| War, is that he understands that the 
| Commander-in-Chief will make a recom- 
|mendation, the nature of which he does 
| not know, to the Government, and which 
| the Government will then consider. The 
noble Marquess, a moment ago, was sur- 
| prised that any discussion should continue 
| to smoulder after the speech of the Com- 
| mander-in-Chief, which, he said, was so 
| satisfactory, and yet now he shows him- 
| self to be totally unable to interpret that 
speech himself. 
This is a matter in which, for my part, 
I certainly do not wish to interfere, but 
which involves very grave issues. I put 
aside altogether the extraordinary con- 
| dition of affairs in which we are left by 
the speeches of the noble Marquess and 
the Commander-in-Chief, who seem to be 
_ acting in total independence of each other. 
|The whole matter is one of gravity, and I 
| cannot join in the censures which have 
| been freely lavished by the Government on 
those who have raised this question in 
‘the daily Press. It seems to me 
|that in this discussion there has een 


a tendency to confuse two or three 
‘incidents which should have been kept 


perfectly clear and distinct. In the 
admirable speech of my noble friend 
|Lord Carrington, there was, perhaps, 
| a tendency to make too long a historical 
|statement of the transactions which 


simply, a matter which the Commander- | have led up to these untoward occur 
in-Chief has settled off his own bat, to Ténces.. But you had the occurrence 
use a popular colloquialism, and that the at Camberley, which seems to me to 
Government knows nothing of what it | have been of a very venial description. 
is the Commander-in-Chiet intends to|! must honestly say that if the noble 


do ? 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: I 
will tell the noble Lord how I under- 
stand the matter. I understand that 
the Commander-in-Chief, being respon- 
sible for the discipline of the Army, 
offered to your Lordships an assurance 
as to the course which he will recommend 
to the Secretary for War, and which it 
will be for the Secretary for War to 
adopt or not, as he thinks proper. 


Tue Eart oF ROSEBERY : Now we 
are getting into a denser fogthan ever. I 
unders that the Commander-in-Chief 
was going to make a separate examination 
in each separate case, and was to take 


Marquess looks back on the career of 
those who were with him at Oxford, 
he will doubtless find incidents not 
wholly inconsistent with such operations. 
At any rate, I myself should plead guilty 
to being able to tax my memory to that 
extent. But the incident at Camberley 
was followed by an inquiry. That in- 
quiry appears to have laid it down that 
there was some mischief afloat, but 
after consultation between the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and the Governor, it 
was thought best to pass a sponge over 
the past. Then there came this fire, 
which is the real topic before us. Now, 
into this fire, and the circumstances 
connected with it, there does not seem 
to have been any regular inquiry at all. 
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*Lorp RAGLAN: The Governor made 
an inquiry. A Court of three officers 
sat upon it. 


Tae EARL or ROSEBERY: Were 
not these the three generals who went 
down previously ? 


*Lorp RAGLAN: No; they were three 
officers of the College. 


THe EarRL OF ROSEBERY: On that 
occasion I understand that three cadets 
were acquitted. But that was a minor 
inquiry compared with the great forces of 
the State which were put into operation 
in regard to the Camberley ‘incident. 
What did the Government determine— 
Ido not know whether it is the Govern- 
ment or the Commander-in-Chief—I have 
got so bewildered by the various state- 
ments that it is impossible to ascertain 
who it is—but the great superior forces 
which dominate in this matter, what did 
they determine? They determined that 
29 cadets who happened to be pursuing 
their studies in the building at the time 
of the fire should, without discrimination, 
be rusticated. People talk of the ulterior 
results which this incident is likely to 
have. I for one think there will be this 
result. It will be extremely unfavourable 
to study at the Royal Military College, 
because if those who were practising 
games in the field are exonerated from 
any unfortunate incidents which ma 
occur within the walls of the building, the 
net results will be, if I may prophesy from 
the records of the past, that in future 
there will be a wild rush on the part of 
the cadets to extricate themselves, at the 
first possible moment, from the walls of 
this fated college, and seek the fields, 
where they can enjoy a game of cricket, 
lest by pursuing the studies to which the 
college is consecrated, they find them- 
selves rusticated for an occurrence with 
which they had no contact or dealing 
whatever. 

We have heard many platitudes and 
a great deal of general moralising on 
the subject of general punishments. I 
put all that aside. General punishments 
may be right or they may be wrong, 
but surely there is a way of applying 
general punishments so that they may 
have as little as possible of the injustice 
that is inherent in them. In the first 
place, you take it for granted in this 
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case that the crime, the outrage, or 
whatever you choose to call it, must have 
been the work of one of the cadets of 
the “C” Company. To the ordinary, 
natural, uninstru-ted civilian intelligence, 
a different conclusion would have been 
obvious, namely, that if an incendiary 
fire was intended by any ill-disposed 
persons it would not take place in that 
part of the building with which he was 
specially connected, and to which a 
penalty was likely to attach. That is not 
convincing, but it is prima facie. The next 
pointisthis. These young men are not, it 
is true, officers, but they are as nearly as 
possible officers. They are in receipt of 
the King’s pay. They are presumably 
gentlemen. In a month or two their 
honours would have been believed in the 
Army and in a court, and I do not see 
why their honours should not have been 
believed on this occasion. Was there any 
attempt to obtain from these young men 
any sworn declaration, or any declaration 
on their honour, as to their participation 
or non-participation in this outrage? I 
believe there was none. If that be so, I 
confess I think a cruel injury has been 
inflicted on these innocent young men, 
and on their still more innocent parents. 


The noble Duke said the question of 
finance was outside the case. I cannot 
agree with him. It is quite true that 
any moral stigma that may attach to 
these young men—though I confess I do 


Y | not think, under the circumstances, any 


stigma will so attach to them—is a graver 
oes than any pecuniary _ loss. 

ut still I think that that isa matter 
which we are entitled toconsider. Many 
of them are the sons of poor parents ; 
many of them have absolutely come to 
the end of the resources that they had 
set apart for their education. Some are 
the sons of poor officers or poor clergymen, 
who have to count every shilling that 
they spend, and by this somewhat arbi- 
trary decision they are, some of them, 
deprived altogether of the chance of en- 
tering the Army, and in any case mulcted 
with severe pecuniary fines. 

This Government has one peculiarity, 
which it enjoys more than any other 
Government of which I have ever had 
any experience. Their defences are not 
always adequate—to my mind, they are 
seldom so—but they always set up one 
plea: ‘“ What is it that you would have 
us do ? What is it that youwould advise us. 
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to do? What is it that you would have 
done yourselves?” I donot think that Ihave 
ever heard a discussion on the conduct of 
the Government in which that plea has 
not been advanced, and I was not sur- 

ised to hear it advanced on this occasion. 

cannot say—not being responsible for 
discipline in the Army, or for any discip- 
line, having no contact with Sandhurst 
or with its traditions—what I should have 
thought it necessary to do had I been in 
either of those positions ; but I do think 
this, that in a case which involves the 
future of thirty young men destined soon 
to be officers of the British Army, I should 
at least have made a personal inquiry of 
each of them as to their innocence or 
guilt, which would have placed me in a 
better position to judge as to the extremity 
of the punishment that they were to 
undergo, or whether any general punish- 
ment was necessary or not. As it is, the 
only consolation that it appears to me the 
Government can offer to them is that they 
will have, when the Recess is over, three 
months more of the education at Sand- 
hurst, which, if the Blue-book issued 
under the authority of the Government 
is to be believed, leaves very much to be 
desired. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: If 
we had not received the assurance of the 
noble Earl that he had only risen to ask 


a practical question on a very limited | 


point, I should have been inclined to 
think that he had risen for the purpose of 
making a speech on the whole question. 
But as I cannot gather that he added 
anything to the arguments which have 
been already several times adduced and 
replied to by two or three speakers on 
this side of the House, I do not propose 
to follow him through the whole of that 
speech. There is one observation, how- 
ever, which occurs to me to make, which 
is, that if the noble Earl feels so strongly 
as he appears to do upon this subject, 
and is so impressed, as he appears to be, 
by the extreme unfairness and injustice 
of the course which has been pursued 
towards a certain number of cadets at 
Sandhurst, I am rather surprised that he 
should confine himself to making a speech 
in a discussion raised by a question, and 
that he should not take the course of 
impeaching the conduct of the Govern- 
ment and taking the sense of the House 
upon what he considers to be so manifest 
an injustice and an act of such impolicy. 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


{LORDS} 
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I do not know whether it would be con- 
sidered in the interests of the public 
service or in the interests of ~— 
that this House should be invited to 
express an opinion on what are, to all 
intents and purposes, questions of discip. 
line, just as much as if this House werg 
invited to undertake the revision of a 
trial by Court-martial in the Army. This 
is a question of discipline as has been 
mostly distinctly indicated by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, for which the Com- 
mander-in-Chief takes, as far as he ig 
able, the whole responsibility. The 
noble Earl seems to think that it is in 
the interests of the Army that Parlia- 
ment should not acknowledge the 
Commander-in-Chief as the chief 
authority for discipline, and should take 





/upon itself the duty of revising the 
decisions which are come to on subjects 
| purely of discipline by the Commander 
‘in-Chief, and by those who are 
responsible for the action of the 
Commander-in-Chief. There is on!y one 


other observation that I wish to make 
on the arguments of the noble Earl, 
and that is in reference to that part of 


his speech in which he said the proceed. 
ings at Camberley Fair were, in his 
opinion, of a venia] description. Taken 
by themselves, they might have been; 
but in connection with what events did 
that affair take place? There had 
| already been several incendiary fires, in 
consequence of which the authorities 
considered it necessary to issue orders 
involving some restrictions of leave and 
other privileges. It does not appear 
that the cadets who took part in this 
Camberley disturbance took a very 
grave view of the occurrence, in con- 
sequence of which these orders 
had been issued. One would have 
thought that a body of gentle 
men, amongst whom an offence of 
the gravity of an incendiary fire had 
taken place, would have been the first 
to welcome ary steps which might have 
been taken by the authorities for the 
purpose of preventing such a grave 
occurrence in the future—an occurrence 
for which they might be held to have 
some responsibility. But far from tak- 
ing that view of these orders, a body of 
cadets appear to have resented them, 
and to have taken the first opportunity 





of indulging in a somewhat disorderly 
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and insubordinate protest against them. 
from that point of view, it does appear 
tome that the incident at Camberley 
fair, which might have been a very 
matter if it had not been con- 
nected with one of very much greater 
gavity, cannot be held to be altogether 
mimportant in connection with the 
g@reumstances of this case. As I have 
aid, I do not notice that the noble Earl 
lus brought before us any point which 
has not been fully diseussed in the course 
of this debate, and I wil therefore con- 
dude by expressing my hope that if the 
noble Karl takes such a grave view of 
the matter as from his speech he appears 
totake, he will not content himself with 
that protest, but will invite the House 
to give its judgment upon the conduct 
ofthe War Office and of the Commander- 
in Chief. 
House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
betore Hight o'clock, till To-mor- 
row, a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 10th July, 1902. 


—_—_— 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 


The CLERK at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


COMMERCIAL GAS BILL, 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [Lorps]. 


Report [8th July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill to be read a second time. 


RAILWAY BILLS (Group 10). 


Mr AsuTon reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 10 of Railway Bills; 
at, there being no business ready for 
r consideration they had adjourned 
util Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 








COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow. 

EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
&c.) BILL [Lorps]. 

Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
Tomorrow. 

GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lorps]. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow. 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL [Lorps]. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
{Lorps], 


BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lorps], 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GENE- 
PAL POWERS) BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 

Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
CONSETT WATER BILL [Lorps] 


WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to, 

Irvine Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill, without Amendment ; 

Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill ; 

North British Railway (General 
Powers) Bill, with Amendments ; 


Amendments to— 


Bristol Water Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
The Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Knutsford Gas 
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and Water, Staines and Egham Gas, | and the various institutions under jt, 
Syston and Thurmaston Gas, Uckfield ‘charge; and whether he will state 


Water, and Worksop Water.” [Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
(Lords. ) | 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS 
CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BLLL [LorDs]. 


Read the first time; Referred to the | 
‘Inquiry as soon as possible after the 
| summer recess.—(7'reasury.) 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 269.] 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION atc aad AND WALES) 


Petitions against: From Acton; 
Ealing (two); Stopsley; Bradford ; 
Luton (two); Stockton-on-Tees ; Chis- 
wick ; Stotfold ; Shillington ; Beeston ; 
Steeple Morden; Sale; Llanfrochen; 
Caldecote ; Ashwell; Biggleswade ; 
Shefford; and, Langford; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EDUCATION a a AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration ; From Crambe 
March; Norwich; and Chale; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
Copy - presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Brompton 
and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New 
Lines, etc.,) Bill and the objects thereof 
[pursuant to Standing Order 158a]; 
referred to the Committee on the Bill. 


EAST INDIA (FOREIGN JURISDICTION). 

Copy presented,—of Indian (Foreign 
Jurisdiction) Order in Council, 1902 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scottish Board of Manufactures. 

Sik JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow College): To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if’ he will say 
what steps have been taken to initiate 
the inquiry which he has promised into 
the Board of Manufactures in Scotland 





what form that inquiry will take and 
when it will be held. 


(Answer.) I am in communication with 
the Secretary for Scotland on this subject, 
I think a Departmental Committee yijll 
probably be appointed to undertake the 


Naval Engineers. 

LorpD CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he will state the number 
of engineer officers short in the Fleet 
both at home and abroad, specifying the 
number in the following ranks, viz: 
chief engineer, engineer, and assistant 
engineers, also the number of engine 
room ratings short in the following 
ranks, viz.: engine-reom  artificers 
(stating trades), boiler-makers, engine 
fitters, also the number of stoker ratings 
short throughout the Fleet ; also the 
number of engineers now doing duty in 
lieu of chief engineer, and the number 
of assistant-engineers now doing duty 
in lieu of engineer ; also the regulation 
number of engine-room ratings required 
at home ports for care and maintenance 
parties of battle-ships, first-class cruisers, 
second-class cruisers, third-class cruisers, 
gun-vessels, and torpedo-boat destroyers 
respectively ; and also the average 
number of engine-room ratings en- 
ployed at home ports, at the present 
date, for care and maintenance parties of 
the class of ships named in the preceding 


paragraph. 


(Answer.) The numbers of engineer 
officers short, as compared with the 
numbers voted for the year ending 3lst 
March, 1903, are as follows: Fleet, staff 
and chief engineers, 10; engineers and 
assistant engineers, 41. Engineers and 
the authorised numbers, as promotions 
assistant-engineers are classed together in 
depend upon length of service. In the 
case of engine-room ratings, the shortage 
as compared with the numbers voted is a 
follows : engine-room artificers, consisting 
of 55 fitters, 7 engine smiths, 57 boiler- 
makers, 12 coppersmiths, total 131; 
stokers 529. Although an addition of 529 
stokers would make up the numbers 
authorised to be raised during the present 
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there will still be a shortage in the | to the financial aspects of the undertak- 
goker class, as to which I have given | ing, and the promoters have since been 
the noble Lord the particulars in reply | informed that the Order will be held in 
to another Question. The increase of | abeyance until the line already authorised 
sokers asked for this year was limited | has been reported on by one of the 
tothe increased numbers of the proper | Board’s inspecting officers—(Board of 
cass which it was believed could be | 7rade.) 

raised in one year. One engineer is at ; 

nt doing duty in lieu of a chief | Life-saving Provision on the Irish Coast. 

agineer, but there are no assistant. | Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
engineers employed in lieu of engineers. | To ask the President of the Board of 
In reply to the last paragraph of the | Trade if he will state how many life- 
Question, the regulation number of | saving rocket stations are provided on 
engine-room ratings required for care | the coast of Ireland between Derry and 

and maintenance parties for vessels in Sligo, and how many lives have been 
the Fleet Reserve compares with the | Jost on that coast in the last ten years. 
numbers actually borne, as follows— 

Borne, |. (4swer.) There is at present one rocket 
971 | life-saving station,on the coast of Ireland 
374 | between Derry and Sligo, viz., at Green- 

457 | castle, on Lough Foyle. The Board of 
37 | Trade have decided to establish a second 

299 | rocket station, viz., at Mulroy, county 

classes of vessels | Donegal, and are now endeavouring to 

h | Secure a suitable site. Thirty-six lives 

y have been lost in consequence of casual- 


Battleships 

First Class Cruisers 
Second Class Cruisers 
Third Class Cruisers 


The totals for all 
are 1,647 required, as compared wit 
1,573 borne, or a shortage of 74. 


ought, however, to add that there are | 
still nearly nine months of the financial | 
year to expire during which it is hoped | 
that such deficiencies as exist may be | 
materially reduced, if not altogether 
temoved.—( Admiralty.) 


light Railway Commission—Vale of 
Rheidol Order. 
Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, 
mara): To ask the 
Board of Trade if he can state why the 
Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Amend- 
ment Order, which was applied for in 
May, 1901, and, after a local inquiry in | 
October, 1901, by the Light Railway | 
Commissioners duly made, has not yet | 
been confirmed by the Board of Trade, | 
and when the Confirmation Order will | 
be signed ; and will he take steps to | 
prevent similar delay in future. 


Conne- | 


President of the | 


ties to vessels between Derry and Sligo 
during the last ten years, but only four 
of the casualties were strandings, and, 
so far as the Board of Trade are informed, 
in none of these cases would a rocket 
apparatus have enabled life to be saved. 


|—(Board of Trade.) 


Crown Foreshore Rights in County Mayo. 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
| whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that a man, named Joyce, is to 
| be prosecuted on the 16th instant at the 
| Castlebar Quarter Sessions for trespass 
on the foreshore at Mallaranny, county 
Mayo; and whether, in view of the fact 
that the Board of Trade has not parted 
with its Crown rights over the foreshore 
in question, he will see that the Board is 
professionally represented at the trial. 


| (Answer,) The whole matter is under 

(Answer.) There has been no un- | the consideration of the Board of Trade, 
necessary delay in this case. The Order | who will be represented at the hearing of 
in question was submitted to the Board | the case on the 16th instant.—(Board 
by the Light Railway Commissioners on | of Trade.) 
the 21st March last, and, after the usual | 
interval for the lodging of objections, a | Bethesda Quarrymen’s Strike. 
hearing took place on behalf of the) Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 
Department. The Board found it | Boroughs): To ask the President of the 
necessary to ask for further information | Board of Trade whether he has received 
with the view of satisfying themselves as any intimation that the quarrymen at 
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the Bethesda Quarries have resolved to 
discontinue the strike, which has con- 
tinued for upwards of two years; and 
whether he can say whether any ar- 
rangements have been made as to the 
resumption of work by them. 


(Answer.) Nointimation on the subject 
has reached me.—(Board of Trade.) 


Civil Service Second Division Clerkships. 

Mr O’MALLEY : Toask the Secretary 
to the Treasury if he will state the 
reason for the delay in holding the usual 
half-yearly examination for second division 
clerkships by the Civil Service Commis- 


sioners ; and why vacancies in the various | 


offices are being filled up by the appoint- 
ment of candidates unsuccessful at the 
examination held in October, 1901, to the 
exclusion from competition of those who 
have been working up for some time and 
are near the age limit (17-20). 


(Answer.) There are no regular half- 
yearly examinations for second division 
clerkships, but competitions are held 
from time to time, according to the needs 
of the public service. hen there ‘is 
a sudden demand for clerks, or there are 
difficulties in the way of holding a fresh 
competition, the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners, with the consent of the Treasury, 
offer appointments to candidates unsuc- 
cessful in the last competition who have 
done well in the examination—(Treasury.) 


Customs Second Class Examining Officers. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the proposals of the 
Board of Customs for the removal of 
the grievance of the second class 
examining officers, in re to their 
pay and prospects, have been yet sub- 
mitted to the Treasury ; and, if so, 
whether he can state what the proposals 
are. 


(Answer.) The proposals have not yet 
been submitted to the Treasury, but are 
under consideration, and it is hoped that 
they may be submitted during the present 
session.—(7'reasury.) 


Post Office—Overseer of the South-Eastern 
District. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 
General, whether the overseer’s y 
in the south-eastern district, created by 
the death of Mr. Feldwick, and 

filled by a suburban officer, will now be 
restored to the town establishment, segj 
that the appointment properly belongs to 
this establishment. 
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(Answer.) The vacancy in question 
has been filled by the transfer of an over. 
seer from a suburban office in the same 
district, but the vacancy thus created in 
the suburbs has been filled by the pr 
motion of an officer in the town district 
office.—( Post Office.) 


Smallpox—Ambulance, &c., Provision, 
| Srr SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): 
| To ask the President of the Local Gover. 
ment Board whether he has under ¢on- 
sideration recommendations of the 
Ambulance Committee of the Metro 
politan Asylums Board, made in 

to the managers dated 24th February and 
8th March, urging the establishment of 
additional stations and shelters and of 
land transport service for smallpox 
patients, the latter to be used as a 
alternative to river transport; whether 
any estimate of the cost has been sub- 
mitted by the Ambulance Committee or 
the Asylums Board; and _ whether, 
having regard to all the circumstanees, 
the Local Government Board will abstain 
from sanctioning these proposals until the 
Councils of the Metropolitan Boroughs 
have been consulted. 





(Answer.) I have seen reports of the 
Ambulance Committee of the Metro 
politan Asylum District bearing on these 
matters, but no proposals on the subject 
have been submitted to me by the 
Managers. As I understand, no definite 
decision has been arrived at by them. In 
the event of any application being mad 
to me for sanction to proposals of this 
kind, I should not fail to give careful 
consideration to the various interests 
involved; but until the proposals are 
before me I could not say what course 
should adopt with mane to them— 
(Local Government Board.) 


East India Railway Company—Tenders 
for Leosabonttes. 


CotonsL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if he will state the relative 
position of the lowest British tender and 
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the lowest American tender in the com- 
tition for thirty-two locomotives 
recently placed with a German firm. 


(Answer.) I am informed that there 
was no American tender for the loco- 
motives which the East Indian Railway 
Company has recently ordered from a 
German firm.—(Jndia Office.) 


CoLONEL DENNY : ‘To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether the firm 
who has obtained thé order for thirty- 
two locomotives for the East India Rail- 
way Company has before been entrusted 
with an Indian order; and will he state 
the relation to the lowest British price of 
prices of any German firms who have 
hated executed work for the Indian 

ilway Companies. 


(Answer.) The German firm which 
obtained the order from the East Indian 
Railway Company has never been en- 
trusted with any order by me or my 
predecessors in office. Whether it had 
executed work for any of the Indian 
railway companies, or what may have 
been the prices at which tenders were 
received from firms which had executed 
such work, is a matter as to which 
I have no information.—(India Office.) 


Indian Railways—Overcrowding. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
will state whether any steps have yet 
been taken to deal with the overcrowd- 
ing of native passengers in the third- 
class carriages of Indian railways ; and, 
if so, will he state what has been, or is 
being, done in the matter. 


(Answer.) This matter is one as to 
which any complaints should be addressed 
to the local authorities. The inquiry 
which was instituted some time back into 
the working of the railway systems of 
India will doubtless take cognizance of 
any inconvenient overcrowding which 
may be reported to them.—(India Office.) 


British Consulates in Switzerland. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the post of British Vice- 
Consul at Montreux has been given to a 
Swiss; whether an application for this 
post was received from any duly qualified 
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British subject; and, if so, on what 
grounds the post was given to a Swiss ; 
and whether he will state the number of 


| British Consulates and Vice-Consulates in 
| Switzerland held by Swiss and British 


respectively. 


(Answer.) It is the case that the 
post of British Vice-Consul at Montreux 
has been given to a Swiss citizen; 
applications were considered from more 
than one British subject, but none were 
found to be duly qualified for the post ;. 
there are ten British Consulates and 
Vice-Consulates in Switzerland, of which 
four are held by British subjects, and six 
by Swiss citizens. The Secretary of 
State has every reason to be satisfied 
with the manner in which the latter per- 
form their duties. But inquiry is always 
made in these cases, and preference in- 
variably given to British subjects, when 
duly qualified.—(Foreign Office.) 


Inquests—Coroner forbidding Removal 
of Body. 


Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the in- 
quest held on James Allinson, who lost 
his life in a quarry accident at Holwick, 
Yorkshire, on 2nd December, 1901,whose 
body was, by order of the coroner, for- 
bidden to be taken to its home, a short 
distance away, on account of the county 
boundary erate. and was kept in 
a weigh-hofse at the quarry; and 
whether he will inquire into the action 
of the coroner in preventing such 
removal. 


(Answer.) I have considered carefully 
the papers relating to this matter with 
which the hon. Member has been good 
enough to furnish me. I am advised 
that, it being undoubtedly an offence to 
remove a body for the purpose of pre- 
venting an inquest, the coroner has a 
discretion to prevent any dealing with a 
body which might have that result. 
And it is also the duty of constables 
and all other persons to prevent, so far 
as possible, the commission of any such 
offence and to assist the coroner. At 
the same time it is clear that the discre- 
tion ought to be exercised with great 
care, and I feel bound to say that [ 
deprecate the laying down of any hard 
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and fast rule such as must inevitably, in | 
¢@ircumstances such as those of the case | while serving on Proba 
in question, cause pain and distress to | Sir ELLIOT LEES (Birkenhead): To 
the relatives, which might perhaps be @8k the Secretary of State for War 
avoided by some arrangement. I have| Whether the War Office have declined 
no jurisdiction to inquire into the action | t0 grant a pension to the mother ofa 
of the coroner in this case.—(Hvme | lieutenant on probation, killed in action 
Office.) _near Wolmaranstad, on 26th February, 
| 1902, on the ground that he was not 
Irish Local Government Board—-Appoint- | actually commissioned as an officer at 
ments of Inspectors and Auditors. | the time he was killed. And whether he 
Mr. O'MALLEY: To ask the Chief | will direct that this decision he recon- 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | sidered in order that the relatives of 
Ireland whether the Local Government | those killed in action, whilst bearing 
Board has received resolutions from the | Officers’ rank and performing officers’ 
different Boards of Guardians in Ireland | duties, shall receive the ordinary pensions 
and from the Poor Law Association of | due to relatives of officers killed in action. 
Ireland with reference to the appoint- | 
ment of persons to the positions of| (Answer.) It is not possible to make 
inspectors and auditors under the Local | the concession referred to, as service on 
Government Board, in which they put | probation does not necessarily carry 
forward the claims of poor law officers with it a guarantee that a commission 
on the ground of efficiency and experience | will be granted. Ii, however, promotion 
to a share of such appointments; and | 1§ given after death, with an antedate 
whether, in view of a recent appoint- | determined upon before death, a pension 
ment of an assistant inspector, he will |i8 given, subject to the qualifications 
see his way to recommend the Local | of the beneficiary being otherwise in 
Government Board to recognise the-| order.—(War Office.) 
claims of poor law officers to such ap- | 
pointments. 
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Pensions to Relatives of —— killed 
on. 


Return of Lord Kitchener—Accommo- 
dation for Militia, etc. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


| 
(Answer.) I cannot give an under- | 


taking such as suggested in this Ques- 
tion. In selecting persons to fill vacancies 
on the staff of inspectors or auditors, 


the Board proceeds on the principle of | 


choosing the persons whom it considers 
best qualified for these positions. 


considered.—(Jrish Office.) 


Irish Road Maintenance Return. 
Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
is | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
aware that the Return relating to 
maintenance of roads in Ireland, ordered 


on the 24th April last, has not yet been | 
presented ; and whether he can state the | 
cause of this delay, and when the Return | 


will be presented. 


(Answer.) There has been no avoidable 
delay in the preparation of this Return, 
which is now in a forward condition, and 
will, it is hoped, be ready for presenta- 
tion before the end of the month.—(Jrish 


Office.) 


The | 
claims of all candidates are carefully | 


Central) : To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if the members of the Militia, Yeo- 
/manry, and the Volunteer forces who 
have served in South Africa under Lord 
| Kitchener, and have received the medal, 
and to whose unofficial attendance at the 
reception on Saturday of that General 
‘there is no objection, will have any 
special place reserved for them on the 
‘line of route if in uniform, or any 
| privilege over the other persons. 


(Answer.) The military authorities 
are considering whether any arrange 
ment can be made, and whatever it may 
be possible to do will be notified. (War 
| Office.) 


| (2.15.) QUESTIONS LN THE HOUSE. 


South African War—General Inquiry. 


__ *Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
'shire,Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he can 
state when the Government expects to be 
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in a position to announce the terms of 
reference in the case of the small Royal 
Commission to inquire into the war, and 
the names of the Royal Commissioners. 


Tae FIRST LORD or THe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BatFour, Manchester, 
E.): We are not in a position at present 
to make a statement on this subject. 


General Buller. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, what explanation, if any, can be 

iven for the fact that on his return from 
South Africa General Buller was praised 
in an Army Order, notwithstanding the 
knowledge of the Government of the 
heliogram to Ladysmith and of Lord 
Roberts’ opinion of the Spion Kop oper- 
ations; and can he explain why Sir 
Redvers Buller was given command of 
the First Army Corps, having regard to 
the statement of the Secretary of State 
for War that the commanders should be 
ready and able to take the field. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I understand that the right hon. 
entleman the Member for Berwick-on- 
weed intends to raise the question of 
Sir Redvers Buller’s position on the Vote 
for my salary, when I shall be prepared to 
fully justify the conduct of the Govern- 
ment in regard to him. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman will have a hard job. 


Sir Charles Warren. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the allowance 
by the Government of the publication 
of the heliogram sent by Sir Redvers 
Buller to Sir George White during the 
siege of Ladysmith, the Government will 
allow Sir Charles Warren to publish 
documents relating to Spion Kop, more 
especially the statement laid by him 
before the Commander-in-Chief when he 
was withdrawn from his command in 
Natal, whose immediate publication Sir 
Charles Warren solicited in a letter of the 
2lst April last. And, on what grounds 
has the ission accorded to Sir 


Redvers Buller to publish documents 


relating to, the operations in South 
Africa been ‘withheld from Sir Charles 
Warren. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. There is 
no similarity between the two cases. 
Sir Charles Warren made his report on 
the Spion Kop operations in the usual 
manner and it was commented upon 
according to custom by his superior 
officers. To allow a rejoinder by Sir 
Charles Warren would be contrary to all 
precedent and would be utterly sub- 
versive of discipline, as a similar course 
would have to be allowed in the case of 
any officer ieved. Sir Redvers 
Buller was permitted to publish telegrams 
which had between himself and 
Sir George ite and the home author- 
ities, and which had not previously 
appeared, because he canbiend his 
character was impugned by incorréct 
versions of these telegrams which had 
been put before the public. The war 
being over it was held that these docu- 
ments could be published without detri- 
ment to the public service. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: As a 
matter of fact was not Sir Redvers 
Buller Sir Charles Warren’s superior 
officer, and if so why should not Sir 
Charles be allowed to publish his version ? 


Peace Negotiations — Lord Kitchener's 
Letter to Schalk Burger. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will now publish Lord 
Kitchener’s letter to President Schalk 
Burger, forwarding to him the corres- 
pondence with the Netherlands Govern- 
ment and making the overtures to the 
Beers on which they based their pro- 
posals for peace; and will he say why 
has that letter been withheld from 
publication. 


Mr. BRODRICK The terms in which 
the letter of Lord Kitchener referred to 
were couched were purely formal. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is not that 
the letter Lord Kitchener referred to in 
his letter to the right hon. Gentleman ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The communica- ° 
tion was merely passed on in’ a formal 
manner. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): If there is 
nothing to conceal, why keep it back ! 


3D 
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Sandhurst and 
Disturbances indiscriminate "Pun: 
ishment of Cadets. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state how 
many of the twenty-nine cadets who 
have been rusticated from Sandhurst in 
consequence of the recent incendiary 
fires had been previously punished for 
disorder on the occasion of the 
Camberley Fair. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Of the cadets 
under punishment at the College for 
the serious breach of discipline on the 
1th June which followed the Com- 
mander-in-Chief’s action on the 10th 
June seven out of twenty cadets were 
among the twenty-nine in “C” Com- 
pany now rusticated. The numbers 
punished were only a small proportion 
of those who took part in the dis- 
turbance. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : Is 
there any reason to suppose that the 


whole twenty-nine were guilty ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say the 
exact number. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL : Has the smallest 
inquiry been made as to their guilt 1 


Mr. BRODRICK : A large number of 
cadets, more than 100, were engaged in 
the disturbance, so that a very small 
proportion has been penalised. It is 
impossible to state the exact numbers or 
the names of those who were engaged in 
the disturbance. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say that those who were 

nalised were present at the time of the 
rare ne q 


Mr. BRODRICK: They were not 
penalised at that time in consequence of 
the disturbance, but the general state of 
indiscipline at Sandhurst has been such 
during the last few weeks that it was 
necessary for the Commander in-Chief to 
take serious action. 


*Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (North- 
amptonshire, Mid): Did not the right 
hon. Gentleman state the other day that 
there was no charge— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has no right to refer to an 
answer given to a previous Question. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: | 
wish to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government pro to give 
facilities for the discussion of the Motion 
concerning the recent proceedings at the 
Royal Military College, Sandhurst, stand- 
ing in the name of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Henley Division of 
Oxford. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
friend is aware, the Vote for the salary of 
the Secretary for War undoubtedly has 

recedence over other War Office Votes. 
think, if my hon. friend were looking 
for an opportunity on the Estimates for 


discussing the question, in which I know 


he is interested, I could not, as at present 
advised, with the small remaining time at 
our disposal before the adjournment for 
the holidays, give special facilities for 
discussing it. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Is 
the right hon. Gentleman not aware that 
the presence of this Motion on the Paper 
has the effect of preventing a Motion for 
the adjournment of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is arguing an obvious 
matter. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Has not the 
right’ hon. Gentleman given a promise 
that blocking Motions shall not be used, 
as the Motion on the Paper has been 
used, with the consent of the Govern- 
ment ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR’S reply was 
inaudible. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL again rose. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: | ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, is it not 
a fact that when the new Rule was passed, 
making two days notice of starred 
Questions necessary instead of one, the 
right hon. Gentleman gave a pledge—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must surely know that that 
does not arise out of the Question. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL again rose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I must 
remind the noble Lord and the hon. 
Member that they have not the privilege 
of disregarding the ruling of the Chair. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
Let us have some order. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman give two days 
for the debate on the Secretary for 
War’s Vote? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the Question. 


Crown Foreshore Rights near Cork 
Harbour. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
War if he will state the extent of the 
Crown foreshore adjoining Cork 
Harbour which in November, 1899. was 
let to the War Department at a rental 
of 2s. 6d. per annum ; and, seeing that 
this foreshore was subsequently sold by 
the Department in June, 1900, will he 
state the amount paid. . 


Mr. BRODRICK: Sixteen perches of 
foreshore were so rented. The hon. 
Member has been misinformed as to the 
saleof the foreshore by the War 
Department. 


Mr. WEIR: Have not the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests made 
the sale to the War Office ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say. 


Pleet Reserves. 
Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty if he will state the 
number of men that has been fixed as 
‘Tequisite for the Reserves of the Fleet, 
giving in detail seamen, seamen gunners, 
artificers, and stoker’s in the engine room 
department, and marines; and whether 
the numbers considered necessary are 
all available ; and, if not, what are the 
deficiencies. 


Tus SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteEr, Belfast, 
W.): The number of Reserves requisite 
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for manning the war fleet at the 
present time is 10,420, including 3,000 
firemen. There is at present a deficiency 
of 2,700 stokers on -the Active Service 
List, in consequence of which, after 
reckoning in the 3,700 stokers and 
firemen available from the Reserves, 
there is a deficiency of about 2,000 
stokers. With this exception, all the 
other ratings are available. The 
question of the deficiency of stokers is 
engaging the attention of the Admiralty, 
and the best method of remedying it is. 
being considered by the Committee under 
the presidency of the right hon. Baronet. 
the Member for Berwick. I should like 
to add that, with the exception of the 
stoker ratings, there is a large number 
of men available in the Reserve to supply 
the waste of war, but the number, 
though large, is not considered adequate, 
and steps are being taken to increase it. 


India Office Reception. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he will state the cost of 
the evening party at the India Office 
on Friday last, and will the cost be 


| charged to Indian or Imperial revenues. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HamItton, Middlesex,. 
Ealing): The gathering alluded to was. 
not an evening party, but a State cere- 
mony of importance, commemorating 
the fact that for the first time in the 
history of this country the Sovereign, at. 
his Coronation, occupied the position of 
Lord Paramount of India. The cost of 
this ceremony will be about £7,000, and, 
as I informed the House on June 20th, 
this will be charged to the revenues of 
India. 


Mr. CAINE: Has the Governmentjof 
India consented to have this amount. 
charged to the Indian revenues ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is not 
a question of consulting the Indian 
Government. The India Council is. 
supreme. ° 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In 
view of the fact that these Indian 
gentlemen were guests of the King 
for the Coronation, I hope that the 
expense will not be allowed to fall on 
India. It is too mean. 
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; Indian Gold Reserve. 
Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Secre- 

tary of State for India if he will state in 

what securities the Gold Reserve Fund 

of India, £3,455,282, is mainly invested. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The whole 
amount of the Gold Reserve Fund 
has been invested in the purchase of 2? 
per cent. Consolidated Stock of the 
nominal value of £3,711,047. 


Indian Rupee Re-coinage. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India if he will state what 
progress has been made with the re- 
coinage of the two issues of rupees of 
1840, which the Government of India 
decided to re-coin on account of the 
coins having reached the limit of light 
weight. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Arrange- 
ments have been made by the 
Government of India for the re-coinage 
in 1902-3 of such rupees of the issues 
of 1840 as have been withdrawn from 
circulation under orders issued in July, 
1901, and January, 1902. But I am 
not able to state how many of these 
Tupees have been re-coined up to the 
present time. 


Indian Military Factories. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India if he will state the 
estimated annual output of each of 
the new military factories in India, 
viz., the Cordite Factory in the Nil- 
gherries, the Gun Carriage Factory at 
Jubbulpore, and the Small Arms 
Factory at Ishapore. Can he say how 
many labourers and artisans it is 
proposed to employ at these factories, 
and have any arrangements yet been 
made to train natives of India in the 
work of each factory. 


Lorpj G. HAMILTON: I regret 
that ] cannot make any public state- 
ment of the figures asked for by 
the hon. Member. As regards the 


training of natives for the work of 
these factories, I have received no 
report from India, and have no reason 
to believe that there is any lack of 
skilled labour for the purposes required. 
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Indian Famine Inquiries. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether the Govern- 
ment of India have yet considered the 
expediency of instituting a local inquiry 
into the economic condition of typical 
villages in famine areas, with a view to 
consider the best remedial measures to 
be adopted. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The in- 
quiry suggested is not a practical 
method of investigation, and as such 
does not find favour with those who are 
conversant with drought and its con- 
sequences. 


The Dewan of Dhar's Estate. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he is 
aware that, under the Hindu law of 
inheritance, the property of Bapu 
Raghunath, who held office as Dewan 
of Dhar, became by his death in 1837 
the property of his six sons 1m six equal 
shares; that the share falling to Ram- 
chandra Rao, one of the sons, was 
forfeited in 1857 for his alleged com- 
plicity in the mutiny, and that this 
forfeiture did not include the property 
of the other sons of Bapu Raghunath; 
will he explain why a grandson of Bapu, 
viz.. Krishna Rao Raghunath, is not 
entitled to claim a sixth part of his 
grandfather’s estate, seeing that his 
father, to whom it fell on the death of 
Bapu, took no part whatever in the 
mutiny. 


Lorpv G. HAMILTON: I cannot 
discuss the legal hypothesis raised by 
the hon. Gentleman in the first part 
of his Question. As to the latter part 
of it, I must refer the hon. Member to 
the reply given by me to him on the 
12th of May last.t 


Mr. WEIR: I shall take the earliest 
possible opportunity of calling attention 
to this matter. 


Plundering of Indian Mails. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre 
tary of State for India whether he is 
aware that the Report on the Post 
Office of India shows that during the 
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financial year 1900-1 there were fifty- 


! seven cases in which mails were 
plundered by highway robbers, of which 
forty-two were in British Territories and 
fifteen in Native States. Will he state 
the value of the mails thus plundered ; 
have any measures been taken for their 
better protection ; and can he say how 
many similar cases of robbery occurred 
during the financial year 1901-2. 


| Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am aware 
of the figures quoted from _ the 
Post Office Report. The paragraph of 
the Report from which the figures are 
taken shows that the entire mail was 
recovered in fourteen cases and a part of 
the mail in twenty-eight cases, and that 
the Government suffered loss in nineteen 
cases, the total amount of the loss being 
about £171. I am not aware that any 
“ape measures have been taken for 
the better protection of the mails. The 
Post Office Report for 1901-2 has not 
vet reached me. 
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Hayti. 

THe MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Midiothian): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether, having regard to the condition 
of Hayti as reported to His Majesty’s 
Government, and looking to the proxi- 
mity of the Island to British and 
American possessions, it is proposed 
to seereees the Government of the 
United States to take joint or any 
other action which, under the circum- 
stances, may be deemed advisable. 


Tat UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The latest informa- 
tion received from Port-au-Prince shows 
that although the political situation is 
unsettled, there is no immediate danger 
to foreign interests. In these circum- 
stances His Majesty’s Government do 
t hot propose to take any action of the 
nature 8 ted. His Majesty’s Consul 
General at Port-au-Prince may be.-relied 
upon in case of necessity to act 
promptly, either in conjunction with 

colleagues or independently, for the 
protection of British life and property. 


British Representation at Vladivostock. 
Tus MASTER or ELIBANK: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
increasing importance of Vladivostock, 
and looking to the representation of 
other Powers by Consuls, he will con- 
sider the advisability of appointing a 
British Consul, or in the meantime 
of placing the district under the 
supervision of the British Consul at 
Yokohama for commercial purposes. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The advisa- 
bility of appointing an agent for com- 
mercial purposes at Vladivostock is under 
consideration. An arrangement by 
which the district was placed under the 
supervision of His Majesty’s Consul at 
Yokohama would most probably prove 
unsatisfactory. 


High Wycombe Disturbances. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the proceedings at Beacons- 
field Petty Sessions on the 7th instant, at 
which two men were sentenced to six 
weeks’ imprisonment in connection with 
riotous proceedings at High Wycombe on 
26th ultimo; whether he is aware that 
Police Constable Wright was maltreated 
on this occasion ; and whether, in view of 
the number of cases in England of police 
constables injured in the discharge of 
their duty, the Home Office will introduce 
legislation with a view to obtain some 
compensation for wounded policemen 
charged on the locality. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rit- 
CHIE, Croydon): The cost of police is in 
England a local charge, and pensions and 
gratuities given to policemen injured in 
the discharge of duty come from local 
funds. No change in the law appears to 
me necessary. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the desirability of 
adopting the Irish system in these matters? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why not ? 


Atlantic Combination — Mr. 
Pierpont and the Admiralty. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether, before the Admiralty 
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makes any ient with Mr. Pierpont 
Morgan, the House of Commons will have 
an opportunity of considering the question. 


THE PRESIDENT or tut BOARD 
or TRADE(Mr. GERALD BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): The Government have under- 
taken to makw a statement on the various 
questions raised by the Atlantic Shipping 
Combination as soon as they are in a 
position todo so. We do not think it 
would be expedient at the present stage 
to tie our hands by giving the pledge 
suggested in the Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
Government in a position to give an 
undertaking that no arrangement for 
subsidizing these ships will be made until 
the Report of the Committee now sitting 
on subsidies has been issued ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has stated that the 
Government are not ready to give any 
further pledge. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 
will put a Question which I assure you is 


relevant. Will the Government under- | ; 


take to make no arrangements until the 
Report of the Steamship Subsidies Com- 
mittee is in the possession of Members ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
I cannot give any such undertaking. 


Metropolitan Police—Summer Uniforms 
and Headgear 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he will consider the propriety of supplying 
the Metropolitan police with a special 
head dress during very hot weather. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The question of sup- 
plying the Metropolitan police with a 
special head dress during very hot weather 
has been the subject of consideration on 
many occasions, but it has not been found 

ble to provide a substitute for the 
‘helmet at present in use which would 
afford better protection from heat and 
from blows. 


Glanders in the Metropolis. 

Dr. FARQU HARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether his atten- 
tion. has been drawn to the continued 
prevalence of glanders in the Metropolis ; 
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and whether he has received any evidence 
showing the source of the di to be 
the public drinking trough ; and, if so, 
will he consider the advisability of closing 
these troughs. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): No, Sir. The evidence we 
have does not bear out the suggestion 
contained in the Question. The Metro- 
politan Drinking Fountain Association 
have, however, fixed taps to a great 
number of the troughs, so that fresh 
water can be drawn by drivers in their 
own buckets. 


Achanault Deer Forest. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
acreage of the Deer Forest of Achanault, 
Ross-shire, is not mentioned in the 
amended Deer Forest Return, 1899 ; and 
will he ascertain why this has been 
omitted. 


*THe SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgeton): The Lord Adyo- 
cate has already informed the hon. 
Member on more than one occasion that 
the Return in question was derived from 
information supplied by the assessors; 
that it is impossible to have a complete 
and exact return of acreage without 
survey; that the Secretary for Scot- 
land does not consider that any public 
purpose would be served by embarking 
on such an undertaking, and that he 
does not propose to make any further 
inquiry in the matter. 


*Mr. WEIR: Is it not a fact that 
the information obtained by the 
assessor is supplied by the landlord or 
his factor ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I am un- 
able to say. 


’ @lenshiel Tenant's Petition. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland has received a petition from the 
tenants of Invershiel and Morvich- 
Kintail, parish of Glenshiel, Ross-shire, 
pointing out that they are in need of 
an extension of their holdings; 
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whether he will use his influence with 


the owner of the estate in support of the 
petitioners’ application for land. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Secre- 
tary for Scotland has made inquiries, 
which have elicited the fact that the 
Trustees who are the owners of the 
estate have no land which they are 
empowered to grant to the tenants 
mentioned. The said tenants are not, 
and never were, crofters. They were, at 
the date of the passing of the Crofters 
Act, cottars, paying no rent, and the land 
which they now hold was subsequently 
granted to them by the estate ex gratia. 






Irish Horse Pairs. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
having regard to the great damage done 
to farmers and breeders by the fore- 
stalling of the great horse fairs of Ireland, 
such as Banagher Great Fair, the Cahir- 
mee Fair, and many others, he will take 
steps to enforce the Act which forbids 
sales on the streets so as to prevent the 
legal day of the fair being anticipated, 
and foreign and other buyers forestalled. 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): In the 
ease of the Banagher Horse Fair held 
on the 16th September, 1901, the police 
were instructed to caution persons 
¢ausing obstructions in the streets of 
Birr, Frankford, and Ferbane on the 
days preceding the fair, and, in the 
event of their persisting, to take their 
names, etc., wish a view to prosecution. 
Any powers possessed by the police are 
derived from 14 and 15 Vict. cap. 92, 
Section 10, Sub-section 10, and Section 
13, Subsection 3. The provisions of the 
first mentioned section are rendered in- 
operative by the fact that the custom of 
exposing animals for sale on the streets 
is an ancient one—in most towns without 
date, but almost invariably existent for 
from fifty to one hundred years. To 
enforce Section 13, an actual obstruc 
tion must occur before a constable can 
give a direction to “move on,” as, if 
there be no obstruction, and if his 
direction be disobeyed, he has no remedy, 
either by arrest or asking name for 
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summons. I am making further inquiry, 
through the Home Office, as to the 
practice in England in similar circum- 
stances. 


Irish Educational Examination Results. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can say why 
the results of the examinations in Irish, 
French, Latin, and instrumental music, 
which were held by the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland in July, 
1901, have not been communicated to 
the candidates examined or to the 
authorities of the training colleges. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Iam informed 
that the results are now about to be 
communicated to all the Training 
Colleges. 


Provision for Deaf, Dumb, and Blind in 
Ireland. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether he has received a copy of a 
resolution passed at a meeting of the 
Guardians of the North Dublin Union 
relative to the condition of the deaf and 
dumb and blind in Ireland ; and whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
give effect to the Report of the Royal 
Commission of 1888 by legislation 
whereby the State should be made 
responsible for their maintenance and 
education, and thus relieve the guardians 
of the annual sums now expended for 
this purpose. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that, out of the thousands of 
blind persons in Ireland, only about 
five hundred are provided for in institu- 
tions largely supported by the rates; 
and, seeing that the Royal Commission 
appointed to inquire into the condition 
of the blind, which sat in 1889, declared 
that their condition called for immediate 
legislation, will he say what steps the 
Government propose to take to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Commission. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unableto give 
any more definite undertaking than 
that made by my right hon. friend the 
Attorney General for Ireland, on the 
5th May.+ I will see that the question 
is not lost sight of. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: How many 
years are to elapse before the Report of 
the Commission receives the serious 
attention of the Irish Government? The 
Report was made in the year 1889. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
And the Attorney General told me 
the matter was receiving sympathetic 
attention. 


Pair Rents in Kerry. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether his attention has been 
called to the fair rent fixed on the hold- 
ing of Mr. William O'Connell by the 
County Court Judge of Kerry on the 
lst instant, at the old rent of £40, while 
the poor law valuation was £32; and 
whether he can take any steps to obtain 
a revision of this decision. 


Mr. W¥NDHAM: The reply to this 
Question is obviously in the negative. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the evidence 
showed that this tenant had spent £500 
on improvements and the landlord 
nothing at all ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FLAVIN: This is a very serious 
matter, and I will take the first oppor- 
tunity to call attention to it. 


Police Shadowing of United Irish League 
Members at Millstreet. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.) : 
I to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the secretary of the 
Millstreet Branch of the United Irish 
League is subjected to a system of 
police supervision whenever he appears 
at the Millstreet fairs or markets for 
business as a farmer; that he is fol- 
lowed into houses, and his private 





+ See (4) Debates, evii., 627. 
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conversation listened to by policemen; 
and that Messrs. Daniel Buckley and 
John Williams, evicted tenants, and 
Mr. Timothy Corcoran, farmer, are 
similarly followed by the constabulary 
and, having regard to the characters 
of these persons, will he say why their 
movements are thus watched. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An organised 
attempt to boycott the tenant of an 
evicted farm was made at Millstreet 
fair on the Ist instant. The persons 
named in the Question were kept under 
police supervision on the occasion, be 
cause the police had good reason to 
believe from their movements at the 
fair that they were engaged in the 
illegal practice of boycotting. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that these men are 
shadowed by the police on every occa- 
sion they make their appearance ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, because it is 
believed they are carrying on a con 
spiracy. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E): 
Does the right hon. Gentleman get his 
information from the police ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Vagrancy Conviction at Millstreet: 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that on 
the 30th June a tramp named Stephen 
Kirby, an ex-member of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, was arrested for having 
abused a servant in the employment of 
Dr. R. R. Leader, J.P., Millstreet, on 
being refused alms ; and that he was 
immediately taken before Mr. H. W. 
Leader, J.P., a cousin of Dr. Leader's, 
and sentenced to one month’s imprison- 
ment with hard labour, and to a further 
term of four months imprisonment in 
default of finding bail; will he state 
how long Mr. H. W. Leader has been & 
Justice of the Peace, and how often has 
he adjudicated at petty sessions; and 
why this man Kirby was not charged 
before the ordinary Court instead of 
being dealt with summarily. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
generally as stated in the Question, ex- 
that it is not known whether 
Kirby had ‘served in the constabulary. 
Iam making further inquiry into the 
matter, and perhaps the hon. Member 
will repeat the Question on Tuesday or 
Wednesday next. 
e Tip Band Parade— 
ues rence of Police. 

Mr. KENDAL O‘BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that on Sunday 
99th June the drum band went on a 

tice march through Fishmoyne, 
Eilliskeghan, Goolden’s Cross, and 
Cannell’s Cross, and that they were 
on the following Monday warned by 
Sergeant Geoghegan, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, that District Inspector Duff 
gave orders that such parades should 
not take place in future; and, seeing 
that there was no demonstration or 
disturbance of the peace, will he explain 
why the constabulary authorities have 
interfered to prevent the public appear- 
ance of this band. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has not been correctly informed on the 
facts. The police did not warn the band 
that such demonstrations would be pre- 
vented in future, but merely stated that 
no demonstration of an ostensibly in- 
timidatory character would be permitted 
in the vicinity of the residence of a 
a residing at Barnane, who has 

n the object of considerable intimida- 
tion and who, in consequence, has been 
placed under special police protection. 


Case of Philip Dunn, Shanakil. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Ist July, whilst Philip 
Dunn, of Shanakill, was cutting hay on 
afarm from which he had been evicted 
two years previously, ‘he was arrested by 
Sergeant Smith and two constables 
ating on the instructions of the steward 
of the property ; can he state whether 
these policemen had any warrant for 
Dunn’s arrest; is he aware that Dunn 
Was kept in custody for over seven hours, 
and subsequently taken before a magis- 
trate who immediately discharged him ; 
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and if it is shown that Dunn was wrong- 
fully arrested, will steps be taken to 
offer him any compensation or apology’ 
for his detention by the constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The steward! 
cautioned Dunn against cutting the hay.. 
He refused and became very violent. 
The sergeant, fearing a breach of the 
peace, arrested Dunn, who was armed. 
with a scythe. He was taken before a 
magistrate as soon as ible and dis- 
charged, to enable the landlord to take 
proceedings. There are no grounds for 
awarding compensation to Dunn, as 
suggested, and no grounds for an apology 
by reason of-his detention. 


Crime in County Clare. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 
to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that at the Summer Assizes, held in 
Ennis for County Clare, the Lord Chief 
Justice addressing the Grand Jury said 
there was no Bill to go before them ; and 
whether, in view of this statement as to 
the condition of Clare, the proclamation 
of the county under the Criminal Law 
and Procedure (Ireland) Act will be 
revoked. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. There 
has not been an improvement in the 
condition of Clare such as would justify 
the Government in revoking the pro- 
clamation. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
not a fact that the Lord Chief Justice 
congratulated the;Grand Jury on the 
marked improvement in the condition 
of the county, and in view of that state- 
ment will the right hon. Gentleman 
consider the advisability of at once re 
leasing the men who are imprisoned not 


under the ordinary law ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been ar 
improvement, but not such as to justify 
my taking the course suggested. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is there 
any crime in this county ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered, and I must ask the hon. 
Member not to persist in putting further 
Questions. 


Questions. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Yes, but a 
paragraph was taken out of my Question. 
There is more crime in your constituency 
than in County Clare. 


Trial of the Annaghmore Rioters. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
decision has yet been come to by the 
Government as to whether the venue of 
the trial will be changed in the case of 
the Orangemen prosecuted in connection 
with the Annaghmore riots, County 
Armagh; and whether the Crown 
— to challenge any jurors at the 
trial. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
(RELAND (Mr. ArTKiNson, London- 
derry, N.): At my right hon. friend’s 
request I will reply to this Question. 
The accused will be tried at Armagh 
Assizes. The Crown will there follow 
the rule observed in all other cases, 
mamely, take such steps as may be con- 
— necessary to secure an impartial 
tria 


Kenmare and Sneem Mail Service. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
any improvement in the mail service 
between Kenmare and Sneem, County 
Kerry, will be effected; whether ar- 
rangements have been made so as to 
ensure the arrival of the mail at Sneem 
at 9.45 a.m., as was formerly the case, 
and the delays obviated whereby the 
mail arrives at 11.30 a.m. or in some 
eases at twelve o'clock. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHam- 


BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Since 
November last it has been found 
necessary to postpone the arrival of the 
mail at Sneem by twenty minutes owing 
to the increased bulk of the mails con- 
veyed by the car from Kenmare. The 
mails are sometimes late owing to the late 
running of the train to Headfort 
Junction, but every effort is made to 
maintain punctuality as far as possible. 
The Postmaster General regrets that 
it is not practicable to accelerate the 
service to Sneem. 
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Telephone Service in Cork. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Seere. 
tary to the Treasury, as representi 
the Postmaster General, whether the 
postal authorities are aware of the dis. 
satisfaction expressed by the commercial 
communities of Cork city and coun 
with the state of the trunk telephonic 
communication between Cork and the 
neighbouring towns, and whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the Post Office has refused the demand 
of merchants of Mallow and neighbour. 
hood to be connected with the trunk 
telephone which passes through Mallow, 
on the ground that it would interfere 
with the through communication between 
Cork and England ; and, seeing that the 
calls between Cork and England are few 
in number, will the Department order an 
inquiry as to the possibility of establish- 
ing on a paying basis telephonic communi- 
cation between Cork city and Bandon, 
Kanturk, Mallow, Fermoy, and other 
surrounding towns. 
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Caprain DONELAN: I beg also to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, a 
|representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the postal authorities have 
received any representations from Cork 
city and county merchants as to the 
want of telephonic communication be 
tween Cork and Youghal; and, seeing 
that a short time before the trunk tele 
phones were taken over by the Govem- 
ment the National Telephone Compan 
were about to put up a line to Youghal 
which only requires extension 
Midleton (which is half of the distance), ° 
and in view of the importance of Youghal 
as a seaport and a centre of the brick 
|making industry, will the Post Office 
authorities take steps to meet the re 
quirements of the commercial com 
munities concerned. 








Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
question of extending the trunk sys 
tem to Youghal has been carefully con 
sidered on several occasions, but there 
seems no probability that the revenue 
would cover the cost of working the line. 
The Postmaster General would, however, 
provide the line, if a rantee were 
given. The Postmaster General is con 
sidering whether a trunk telephone ser- 
vice can be afforded at Tipperary and 
Mallow, by means of the trunk cireult 
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which passes near those towns. As 

the other places mentioned, the 
Postmaster General fears that the amount 
of traffic to be expected would not justify 
him in incurring the heavy expenditure 
which would be involved in providing 
trunk communication unless a guarantee 
is given on the same terms as for 
extension of the trunk wire system in 
other parts of the United Kingdom. 


Mr. FLYNN: May I ask, cannot the 
Postal Authorities communicate with the 
leading merchants interested, with a 
view to securing the service at once, 
without waiting for a guarantee ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
No, I do not think that can be done. If 
the local people are in a position to 
guarantee a sufficient amount of busi- 
ness, Of course the line would be 
proceeded with, but at present the Post 
Office does not feel justified in starting 
it. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the hon. Gentleman 
aware that the wire through Mallow is 
little used? Could not that be made 
available % 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question cannot be argued. 


Captain DONELAN : Is the hon. Gen- 
tleman aware that the National Telephone 
Company have practically decided to 
extend the line to Youghal ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not know that that affects my answer. 


Kilmurray Postal Arrangements, 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that some months 
ago a letter box was erected in the 
village of Kilmurray, that the morning 
delivery of letters takes place about 8.30 
4.m., and the box is cleared about three 
hours afterwards ; and, s¢eing that the 
residents in the locality complain of the 
insufficient time for replying to the 
morning post, and of being compelled to 
send their letters by special messenger to 
the Lissavarda Post Office, will he recom- 
mend that the time for collection in 
Kilmurray be extended. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General recently caused 
inquiry to be made as to the possibility 
of affording a later collection of letters 
at Kilmurray, but he regrets that in 
view of the high cost of the existing 
service, the additional expense involved 
would not be warranted. 


Irish Lights. 

Stir CHARLES CAYZER  (Bar- 
row-in-Furness): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that no inspection or report 
on the condition of the Irish lighthouses, 
buoys, and beacons, excepting ‘l'ralee and 
Fenit, has been made by the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights and forwarded to 
the Board of Trade, in accordance with 
the provisions of Section 652 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1894, during 
the years 1898, 1899, 1900, and 1901; 
and, seeing the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights state in their Report that it is not 
incumbent on the general lighthouse 
authorities to make inspections or reports 
at any specified period, but as they think 
fit, whether he will say whose duty it is 
to inspect and report on the condition of 
the Irish lights, and issue instructions for 
this to be regularly carried out in future. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
answer to the first part of the Question 
is in the affirmative, but I must point 
out to my hon. friend that the 
duty of inspecting under the section 
relates only to the lighthouses, buoys and 
beacons belonging to, or under the man- 
agement of local lighthouse authorities. 
It is the duty of the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights to inspect all such light- 
houses, buoys, and beacons, and to make 
general reports of the results of their 
inspections to the Board of Trade, but 
as the Commissioners point out, there is 
no obligation upon them to inspect or 
report at any specified period. The Board 
of Trade have no power to issue any in- 
structions, but I have called the attention 
of the Commissioners to the fact that no 
systematic inspection has been made 
during the last four years, and I have 
been informed by them that they are 
taking steps to make further inspections 
during the present year. 
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Mr. FLYNN: Are we to understand 
that the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
are entirely independent of Parliamentary 
control or responsibility ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say where their Reports 
can be seen? I can never find them. 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Crown Foreshore Rights in Connemara. 

Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): 1 beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that at the last petty sessions at Carna, 
Connemara, a man named Hugh King 
had several parties summoned for loss 
and damage for cutting and removing sea 
weed, and thatthe agent of the estate 
claimed on behalf of the landlurd not 
only the foreshore adjoining the tenants’ 
farms, but the sea weed on the rocks 
situated in deep water away from the 
shore; and whether, seeing that Mr. 
King has had several summonses of a 
similar nature tried before the Carna 
Petty Sessions Court within the last four 
months, and has had the defendants 
fined and imprisoned, will the Board of 
Trade take steps to assert the rights of 
the Crown against this landlord. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The reply 
to the first partfof the Question is in the 
affirmative. The Board of Trade are 
taking steps to assert the rights of the 
Crown. 


Rostrevor and Warrenpoint Demon- 

strations. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) 
asked the Chief Secretary for Irelan 
whether, having regard to the uniformly 
orderly conduct of the Orangemen of 
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not practicable to prevent Nationalist 
disturbers of the peace from entering: 
the town in the same way that Orange- 
men, On another occasion, were pro- 
hibited entering Donegal. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): Is it not 
the case, that last July it was necessary 
for the Rostrevor Catholics, by ringing-. 
the chapel bell, to summon Catholics to. 
their aid to defend the convent from 
the attacks of Orangemen ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the notices of 
questions only reached him as he 
entered the House, and he had not 
had time to make a study of them, 
The Government had taken the action 
they had done because the Lord Lieu- 
tenant and himself held that Rostrevor 
was not a suitable place for an excursion 
of the kind proposed, and they had 
arrived at that conclusion after a study 
of what took place at Rostrevor last. 
year. After all what had been done 
was only an extension of the power, 
frequently exercised, of preventing pro- 
cessions going down particular streets. 
It was only a reasonable extension of 
that practice to say that an excursion 
should not go to a particular place where: 
there was Fikely to be a breach of the 
peace. That was the principle on which 
they had acted. He had only just. 
received a copy of the proclamation. 
It was doubtful whether it would 
cover a meeting on the further side 
at Warrenpoint. But it was almost. 





meetin 
d | 


a physical impossibility to stop an 
excursion train at any other point 
|before Warrenpoint was reached. 

could be held at Warrenpoint, 
but only on the condition that the pro- 
| cession did not advance in the direction 
of Rostrevor. People going there must 
proceed individually, and not with bands. 


Armagh, he could state on what grounds | and banners in procession. 


the Orange Demonstration, for July 12th, 
had been prohibited from taking place at 
Rostrevor, and would the Government 
acquiesce in the pro to hold it at 
Warrenpoint, and take -steps to prevent 
Nationalist interference with the meet- 


ing. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) 
said he had also given the Chief Secretary 
private notice of a Question on the same 
subject. He wanted to know why it was 


| *Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) 
asked whether he was to understand that 
if,on an Orange meeting being advertised 
for a certain place, the Nationalists chose 
to call an o ition meeting, the Orange 
meeting w be proclaimed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM 

neral deduction coul e. 

vernment action had been dictated by 
considerations as to the peculiar fitness of 
the place for a meeting. 


replied that no such 
t be mad 
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Questions. 

London Water Bill. 

Mr. LOUGH .(Islington, W.): I beg 
+o ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the two 
decisions arrived at by the Joint Com- 
mittee of both Houses upon the London 
Water Bill, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of not taking the Committee stage 
of the recommitted Bill until the evidence 
is in the hands of Members. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
[ may also ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will arrange that 
the London Water Bill shall not be con- 
sidered in Committee until the evidence 
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ven before the Joint Committee has 
at for some time in the hands of | 
Members ; and whether he can say when | 
the evidence will be circulated. 


Mr SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower, | 


Hamlets, Poplar): May I also ask the | 
President of the Local Government | 


Board when the evidence given before | 


the Joint Committee on the London | 
Water Bill will be circulated; an 
whether he will arrange not to take the | 
Bill in Committee until the evidence is in | 
the possession of Members, in order to 
enable them to deal satisfactorily with 
the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I explained to 
the House yesterday that it is wholly 
unprecedented that evidence given before 
a Hybrid Committee should be in the 
hands of hon. Members before further 
Parliamentary proceedings are taken 
with reference to the Bill to which it 
Telates. As a matter of fact I think it 
will be in the hands of Members today. 
I cannot consent to postpone the con- 
sideration of the Bill which is put down 
for tomorrow, because the evidence was 
not published earlier. In my judgment, 
the evidence is not material for the con- 
sideration of the Bill in the House. 


Captain NORTON : But was not this 
Committee quite excéptional ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Surely if 
the evidence is to be in our hands in a 
few minutes, it is hardly treating hon. 
Members fairly to ask them to consider it 
at such short notice. Why not post- 
pone the Bill till next week ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not admit 
that the evidence is material to the 
further consideration of this Bill, arid 
under the circumstances I think it is 
unreasonable to ask the Government 
at this period of the session to defer the 
Bill another week. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there is 
considerable dispute as to the rulings of 
the Chairman of that Committee ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper is as to when the 
evidence will be circulated. That has 
been answered. 


Civil Servantsand Political Controversies. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the Kirst Lord of the Treasury 
whether the rule against members of 
the Civil Service taking part in public 
controversies applies to the High Com- 
missioner in South Africa, and other 


representatives of the Crown serving 
abroad. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Treasury 
minute referred to applies only to civil 
servants in this country under the 
Treasury. : 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman be good enough 
to cause the Minute to be reprinted. 
It is impossible to find it in the Library. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman will put down a question I 
will consider it. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): When do the Government 
propose to introduce the Supplementary 
Estimate of £3,000,000 for the repatria- 
tion of the Boer prisoners 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must ask 
for notice of that question. 





Mr. PIRIE: In view of the fact that 
no fewer than four urgent questions of 
recent development require discussion on 
the War Office Vote, viz, the Army 
Medical Vote, the Spion Kop affair, the 
report on Military Education, and the 
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Remount Inquiry, will the First Lord of |in other occupations likely to be ip- 
the Treasury give an extra day for the| jurious to life, limb, or health, and 
discussion of the Vote? their employment between nine o’clock 
in the evening and six o'clock in the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not agree morning. Those are the main 
that all these questions urgently demand | visions of the Bill, which I have put 
discussion. Some are undoubtedly of | forward with a view to making the 
pressing importance and legitimate sub-| proposals of the Government public 
jects of debate, but I cannot promise an | before the end of the session, and not 
additional day. with any hope of pressing it forward 
this year. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. Si WALTER FOSTER (D by 
They have agreed to, Ilkeston) said he had heaad with ro 
: . easure 
Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill. the aiedeueak wide te the aah fon 
tary on a subject that really was desery- 
NEW BILLS. ing of the very serious consideration of 
a his pi ys gos There had been going 
; on now for some years the employment 
EMI'LOYMENT OF CHILDREN. of children or conditions that were 
*(2.50.) THe SECRETARY or STATE | neither conducive to health nor beneficial 
FOR 1HE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. to morality. The streets of our large 
Ritcui£, Croydon): I have to present a | towns had been crowded very often 
Bill to make better provision for re-| those young traders, who had been trad- 
gulating the employment of children. | ing under conditions which all Members 
I have no hope of being able to push | of the House must desire to see improved. 
the measure forward this session, but| He hoped that this Bill would be laid 





I have been pressed to introduce it by | before the House very soon, in order that 
those interested in the matter, in order | Members might study itbefore theadjoum- 


that the proposals of the Government | ment, and have full time to consider it 
may be ascertained. A Departmental | before an opportunity was afforded for 
Committee, which sat last year to! the Second moe There were in 
inquire into the subject, made certain | connection with this matter various deli- 
recommendations, and those in the main | cate questions to be considered with 
are embodied in the Bill. The Com- reference to the livelihood of those chil- 
mittee found that special mischief was| dren, and he hoped the Bill would be 
done where children were employed late | drawn in such a form as not to excite 
at night or early in the morning, and | unnecessary opposition on the part of 
under conditions injurious to health parents with respect to the employment 
or morals. We propose, in order to| of cmp Ld leaving eg ro 
remedy this evil, to give power to was also another point which he might 
County Councils and pai Councils | refer to. He thought the Home Secre- 
to regulate by bylaws the employment | tary said the Bill was more or less per- 
of children. Of course those bylaws | poet? nce ppc se Saag that it ream 
i ly to children already pro-| W! © 1ocal authority, tO say Wie 

ey ia heir employment e <2 they would make bye-laws. He hoped 
Factory Acts and the Mines Act. The the right hon. Gentleman would consider 
making of the bylaws is entirely at the that proposal very-carefully. He how 
option of the Councils, but when made ~ any law s this kind psa te th 

they will require the sanction of the ald t possible universal, so that ry 
Home Office before they can come into | S20wd not be varying conditions in dit 
operation, and the Home Office, before ferent localities. It would conduce 


rate ; ; : eater benefit, if the operation of the 
giving its sanction, will ascertain the abe it was proposed to enact. were Usk 


ocal opinion with regard to the bylaws. 

In addition to this it ts proposed to pro- vase 
hibit generally, by the Bill, the employ- 
ment of children in carrying weights; * Mr. RITCHIE: I said there are 
which are injurious to health, and also | certain provisions that will depend upon 
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the local authorities making bye-laws, 
but I also said that we propose to deal 
with the worst evils irrespective of that. 


Bill to make better provision for 
regulating the employment of children, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary 
Ritchie and Mr. Jesse Collings. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


“To make better provision for 
regulating the employment of children,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 270}. 


SUPPLY. 
(SrxrEenNtH ALLOTTED Day. ] 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JerFREYs (Hampshire, N.) in 
the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £769,185, 
be granted to His Majesty. to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the expenses of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. 


(3.5.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) 
moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£500,000. He said the total net cost of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary in the current 
financial year was set down as £1,369,185, 
being an increase of £13,564 on the cost 
in the previous year. The total number 
of the force was 11,191 men. Before 
dealing with the charges he had to 
make against the action of the Con- 
stabulary in recent years, he desired to say 
afew words by way ofrenewingthe protest 
which had been frequently made from 
time to time against the constitution of 
this force as a military force of occupation 
in Ireland, and against its monstrous 
cost. As a matter of fact, in the case of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary they had a 
force which, under the guise of police, was 
really an armed Constabulary not for the 
purpose of discovering or preventing 
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crime—for that was a task to which they 
devoted very little of their attention - but 
for the purpose of maintaining an evil 
political system in the country. It was. 
the most expensive force per head of the 

pulation among whom it worked, of any 
orce of a similar character in the whole 
civilised world, and that population was: 
the poorest in Europe. ft was nothing 
short of an outrage that in a poor country 
which was growing poorer every year, there: 
was wasted a sum which he estimated at 
at least £800,000 in unnecessary pay to 
the Royal Irish Constabulary for the 
purpose of maintaining the landlord sys- 
tem in the country—an expenditure which 
would become instantly unnecessary if 
only there was a system of compulsory 
sale in the country in order that they 
might deal with the landlords. If Ireland 
were inhabited by a population addicted 
to crime he could understand a Minister 
standing up and making a plausible case 
for the maintenance of this monstrously 
expensive police force, but what made 
the case of the Irish Members infinitely 
stronger was the fact, which could not be 
denied, that this force was maintained in 
the midst of the most crimeless and most 
acapen population in Europe. But the 
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rish police force, in addition to its costli- 
ness, was the most ineffective police force 
in the world. The only duty for which 
it was effective was the suppressing of 
meetings and interfering with the carry- 
ing out of political operations. This. 
uestion of the ineffectiveness of the 
rish police had been raised again and 
again in the House of Commons. Im 
August, 1880, when a Motion to reduce 
the Vote for the Constabulary was before 
the Committee, Mr. John Bright said 
the protest the Irish party had made 
was a reasonable one, and he hoped 
the time would soon come when the 
police system of Ireland might be put 
on a footing as judicious and as conform- 
able to our notions of freedom as the 

lice systems of England and Scotland. 
wenty-one years had passed and no 
step had been taken towards realising 
that anticipation of Mr. Bright. Today, 
with a much smaller population, they 
had a much more expensive police force 
than in 1880. The whole cost of the 
Irish Constabulary was thrown upon 
the public Exchequer in 1847 by Sir 
Robert Peel. It was really thrown on 
the Exchequer in relief of the: Irish. 
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landlords—a most injudicious, and, econo- 
mically, a most unsound proceeding, 
ibecause so long as the cost of the police 
had to be levied from the landlords— 
who in those days paid all the rates— 
‘they had a certain interest in keeping 
down the cost of the police force. But, 
‘tthe moment the cost was transferred to 
‘the general taxpayer, that motive dis- 
appeared altogether, and the cost went 
up by leaps and bounds. In the year 
1859-60 the cost was £700,000 and the 
population at that time in round 
numbers was 6,000,000. The cost of 
the Constabulary was now £1,300,000. 
The population had decreased 1,500,000, 
but the cost of the constabulary had 
precisely doubled. He challenged any 
man to bring forward a similar state of 
things in the civilised world. 

If they pursued those figures further 
sin detail, they found this appalling fact, 
that, in Ireland alone of all civilised 
countries, the cost of the police had 
progressed proportionately to the 
decrease of the population. What was 


the explanation of that phenomenon ? 
‘The only explanation was that it had 


been the business of the Irish police, 
-during the last, fifty years to exterminate 
ithe Irish people, and the horrible work 
in which they had been engaged had 
made the whole system of law so 
unpopular that the Government felt 
it necessary to maintain this gigantic 
force in the country to keep up their 
political power. In the year 1841 the 
population of Ireland was 8,170,000 ; in 
1851 it was 6,500,000; in 1861 it was 
5,700,000, in 1871 it was 5,400,000; 
in 188] it was 5,174,000; in 1891 it 
was 4,704,000; and last year it was 
4,456,000. So that in the period of 1841 
to 1901 the population of Ireland had 
decreased by exactly one half, and the 
cost of the Irish Constabulary had 
doubled. But looking at the case from a 
different point of view, what was the 
zost per head of the police in Ireland 
this year and for many years past? It 
was, including the City of Dublin, 7s. 
per head. In England, taking in the 
boroughs— which, of course, was not really 
a fair basis of «omparison with Ireland, 
because the latter was a purely rural 
-country—the average cost, excluding 
the Metropolis, was 2s. 4d. per head, as 
against 7s, in Ireland. And yet, when 


Mr. Dillon. 
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they turned to the criminal statistics, 
they found the- crimes of violence in 
England were incomparably greater— 
particulariy the more serious forms of 
crime—than in Ireland. Apart from 
that, they knew that a population largely 
urban, manufacturing and mining, 
required in normal @onditions a pi 
larger and more expensive police force 
than a rural population. But in England 
where the conditions of life would justify 
one in expecting the cost to be nearly 
double the rate in Ireland, it was only 
2s. 4d. as against 7s. in Ireland. The 
case came out much more strongly when 
the greater towns were left out. In the 
county of Buckingham the cost of the 
police per head was 1s. 5d.; in Norfolk 
ls. 3d.; in Lancashire 2s. ; in the West 
Riding of Yorkshire, which was almost 
one continuous manufacturing and 
mining town, the cost was 2s. as against 
7s. in rural, crimeless Ireland. In 
Bradford it was 2s., in Manchester 3s. 8d., 
and in all Scotland, including the great 
burghs, it was only 2s.2$d. And what had 
they got to show for this? Discontent 
and no conceivable benefit, not even an 
effective detection of crime so far as that 
crime was divorced from agrarianism. 
One other circumstance. What was the 
number of policemen in proportion to 
the population? In Great Britain, 
eliminating the metropolis, there was 
one policeman to every 1,200 inhabitants, 
although there was there a much more 
difficult class to deal with than in the 
rural districts of Ireland. It was 
a good deal less in Scotland. In 
Ireland, eliminating the City of Dublin, 
there was one policeman to every 250 of 
the population. In other words, there 
were five times as many policemen in 
proportion to the population in Ireland 
as in Great Britain. Some time ago, 
those gentlemen who looked after Ire 
land discovered that they were under- 
paid. If they went into any village in 
England they would find only one police 
man, with a walking stick; but if 
they went into a village of the same 
size and character in Ireland, say of 
1,000 inhabitants, they would find ten 
or twelve armed men with rifles of the 
latest pattern and bayonets, and wi 

a military officer at their head. There 
would be a barrack with the windows 
barricaded with iron shutters and all the 
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evidences of a blockhouse. There they 
were, these men, well fed, fine physically, 
and with all the appearance of having too 
much to eat and too little to do. ‘They 
did discharge the function at certain 
seasons of the year of cracking the heads 
of peaceful citizens and watching the rail- 
way stations. 


Sir Howard Vincent’s Committee, which 
inquired a short time ago into the con- 
dition of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
reported that the resignations owing to 
injuries on duty had been happily only 
seven in the last ten years. l 
tion of affairs, continued the Report, 
contrasted strongly with that prevailing 
in any county or urban district in England, 
where serious assaults on the police were 
but too frequent. Now, he contended, it 
was rather remarkable that although the 
assaults on the police in Great Britain 
were far more numerous and far graver 
in their consequences than in Ireland, it 
required twice the number of policemen 
in proportion to the population in Ireland 
than in Great Britain. The Report of 
the Committee went on— 

‘* We have now to deal with a statement that 
the duties of the Royal Irish Constabulary are 
more severe, more important, require more 
intelligence, and entail greater responsibility 
than those of any other police force in the 
United Kingdom. In disturbed localities, and 
at periods of exceptional excitement, the duties 
of the police are severe, but not necessarily 
more so than in England, where trade strikes 
sometimes produce much disorder. Agrarian 
crime has steadily decreased, and sectarian 
excitement is confined to almost one province 
in Ireland. . . . In a large number of the Irish 
counties the duties of the police are not of a 
severe character. Political agitation keeps, 
and has kept, the Irish Constabulary on the 
alert, but it must be borne in mind that in 
Ireland there is no professional class.” 


The Report then went on to say that 
the Committee were unable to accept the 
statement that the duties of the police 
were more severe, more important, re- 
quired more intelligence, and entailed 
more responsibility than those of any 
other police force in the United Kingdom. 
The contrary was the fact. Their chief 
duty was patrolling. In Ireland all the 
patrols, even in the daytime, consisted of 
twomen. In England policemen patrolled 
singly both day and night. And yet 
these were the gentlemen who considered 
themselves underpaid. His purpose in 
referring to the Report was not to 
emphasise the preposterous nature of the 
claim for an increase of pay, but of reading 
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that remarkable testimony of the Com- 
mittee to the peaceable and crimeless 
character of the country, and to the fact 
that assaults on the police were much 
more frequent even in the rural districts 
of England than in Ireland. It would be 
seen that the men who formed the Royal 
Irish Constabulary were indeed a favoured 
race. Heneverquite understood why Irish 
policemen should be compensated when 
injured in the execution of their duty. 
They were better paid than soldiers, who 
were not compensated. Policemen were 
ensioned, and well pensioned, if injured 
in their duty. But in Ireland a police- 
man, who was well paid—very highly paid 
in proportion to the general average of 
wages—was entitled to retire from the 
force at an early age, very often in the 
prime of life, with a large pension; and 
in addition, if he was injured in dis- 
charge of his duty, he not only retired 
before his full time, but he was entitled 
to levy a fine on the people of the district 
in which he was injured, who had no 
more to do with his injury than the 
House of Commons; not a fine com- 
mensurate with his injury, but a fine 
levied like the blood money levied in the 
time of the Norman kings. He instanced 
the case of one policeman, who, in arrest- 
ing a drunken man, was kicked on the 
shin, and who retired on full pension in 
consequence of his injury, and got £200 
out of the district as compensation for 
his broken shin. Why should an Irish 
policeman who got his shin kicked be 
entitled to levy this heavy fine on the 
district, if the same privilege was not 
extended to English policemen? He 
awaited with some curiosity the answer 
of the Chief Secretary, and he expected 
the right hon. Gentleman to give an 
answer to that point. This power to 
compensate policemen for injuries, which 
were very often bogus injuries, was used 
to a ludicrous and most extravagant 
extent. Their chief complaint aga‘nst 
the Irish Constabulary was the expeuse 
and unnecessary character of the force, 
the only use of which was to bolster up 
and maintain the system of landlordism, 
which had devastated and ruined Ire- 
land. This enormous amount of money, 
£1,000,000 a year, was used not for the 
purpose of protecting the people but of 
exterminating them. This sum would 
pay the interest on £30,000,000, and 
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they held that it would be wiser to devote 
£25,000,000 to a free grant for the pur- 
pose of purchasing the landlords’ interests 
in Ireland, and in that way restore peace 
to that distracted country, and enable 
the people to flourish and prosper in 
their native land. Their second complaint 
was as to the spirit which’prevailed in the 
minds of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
owing to the methods of their organisa- 
tion, and the duties they had to perform. 
They were not in reality policemen, but 
were analogous to the  hge of gen- 
darmerie established under the Third 
Empire ; a system which became hateful 
to every Empire in Europe. The first 
lesson that an Irish policeman had to 
learn was, that his first duty was not to 
rotect the citizen, but that the business 
or which he would be rewarded and 
promoted, was the discovery and the 
creation of—when he could not discover 
it—agrarian crime, when the necessities 
of the Government required it. He was 
trained and sent out on his duty with 
the particular instruction that he was 
not going as a servant of the people, to 
protect them and to see that the peace 
was preserved, but that he was the 
servant of the masters of the people, and 
that he would be rewarded in proportion 
as he insulted and domineered over the 
people. There never had been a force, 
in the whole history of governments, 
maintained on these lines, which had not 
become corrupt and hateful to the people 
of the country. 

Having made these few general re- 
marks, he desired to draw attention 
to one remarkable fact. He had been 
for nearly twenty-five years taking an 
active part in Irish agitation, and 
throughout the whole of that time, 
in connection with public meetings, 
though the people and the police, un- 
happily, frequently came into collision, 
he could not remember a single instance 
where a policeman had been punished for 
assaulting the people, or a public enquiry 
held. Although thousands of complaints 
had been lodged of the scandalous con- 
duct on the part of the police, he never 
remembered a single case in which the 
police were reprimanded or punished, or 
where a public and independent enquiry 
was held. If that were so, did it not con- 
fer an absolute indemnity on the police ? 
Was it not practically telling the police 
they, could do as they liked? It was a 
terrible thing, and the police would be 
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more than human if they did not 
domineer over and insult and assault the 
people. If such a spirit were allowed to 
spread to the policemen of England, or 
any other country in the world, the 
result would inevitably be that the 
policeman would become insulting and 
overbearing. Every policeman in Eng- 
land discharged his duty under the 
knowledge that if he did anything cruel, 
or was unnecessarily rough, he would be 
called to account by men directly respon- 
sible to the people of the country. What 
happened at Birmingham the other day? 
In that town a condition of things existed 
which, if it had prevailed for a quarter of 
an hour in Ireland, would have been 
followed by a shower of bullets and a 
charge of bayonets. Because the police of 
Birmingham defended the Town Hall 
after it had been wrecked, after the 
themselves had been attacked by the am 
for two hours, after a battering-ram had 
been drawn up before the Birmingham 
Town Hall for the purpose of breaking in 
the door in order to get inside to the 
meeting, the police charged the cro 
‘In the course of the charge one man 
fell down, or was knocked down, and 
cut his head, and subsequently died. 
Although that was the only man who 
was killed, and although ninety of the 
police were injured, the whole of the 
police were called out and submitted to 
a rigorous inquiry and a reprimand. In 
a similar case in Ireland the police, after 
the first ten minutes, would have fired on 
the people, and if that was found not to be 
sufficient, they would have charged with 
the bayonet, and no inquiry would have 
been granted. The police would have been 
defended through thick and thin, and 
every policeman responsible for the pro 
ceeding would have been rewarded out 
of a fine inflicted on the town. Was it 
any wonder, when this was the state of 
things that prevailed in Ireland, that 
there should be such discontent on the 
part of the people? The police in Ire 
land, in quiet districts, spent their time 
in fishing and flirting, and occasionally 
coursing; in what were called the dis- 
turbed districts, where the Jandlords had 
trouble in collecting their rents, the 
police acted as bailiffs to the landlords. 
It was a monstrous thing that the public 
funds of this country should be devoted 
to such a purpose, and it was a monstrous 
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thing that such a force as the Royal 
Irish Constabulary should be used as 
bailiffs and rent collectors of the land- 
lords. What had been going on in 
[reland? In Roscommon, because 
«ertain landlords had difficulties with 
their tenants, and had some trouble in 
collecting their rents, an enormous force 
of police was drafted into the district. 
They patrolled the streets by night and 
by day, not singly but by threes and 
fours, spying and eliciting information for 
the landlord as to where his tenant’s 
cattle were, so that he migit seize it, going 
into the tenants’ houses and advising them 
that it was their duty to pay their rent. 
That was not the duty of policemen. 
Again, whenever a landlord desired to 
make an expedition through his estates 
for the purpose of seizing cattle and other 
goods under distress, the police were held 
at his disposal at any hour of the night or 
day. In many cases they had sallied out 
from the neighbouring towns at twelve 
o'clock at night and marched all night, as 
if to attack some Boer laager, for the 
purpose of lying in wait at some 
wretched farm in order to seize the cattle 
the first thing in the morning before the 
people were up. Such a thing was an 
outrage and a gross abuse of public money. 
If strangers, innocent people, came into 
the district, patrols were sent after them 
on bicycles, or upon cars, to watch them 
and to try to overhear their conyersation, 
and to spy upon them as if they were 
enemies of the country. How monstrous 
such a thing was. It was no part of the 
duty of the police to constitute them- 
selyes partisans of the landlords as against 
the tenants. They ought to be kept 
strictly aloof from all these quarrels, except 
so far as it was their duty to preserve 
the peace, which was the principle set at 
naught in all these cases. He urged the 
right hon. Gentleman to make some 
independent enquiry and see what was 

ing on, and put a stop to these practices. 

i the 23rd of May last four of his consti- 
tuents were hauled up before the Crimes 
Court at Frenchpark, On the 13th of 
the previous December they had incited 
persons not to pay their rent, and they 
Were hauled up after an interval of five 
months, during which time no notice had 
been taken of the offence, on a oy of 
conspiracy and unlawful assembly. hy 
Were those men left absolutely free for 
five months, and hauled up at this 
Particular time? Because the agent 
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Murphy, was 
coming down to collect the rents on 
a certain estate, and he gave notice 
that he wanted these four men, who 
he believed would be _ troublesome, 
removed before a certain day. As a 
consequence this offence was trumped up 
against these men, and they were hauled 
up three or four days before Mr. Murphy’s 
agent came. The solicitor who was 
defending them had such short notice of 
the trial that he was compelled to ask for 
an adjournment, which was _ usually 
granted in such cases, but, although 
there had been this delay of five 
months, during which no process had 
been obtained, the Crown stepped in and 
insisted that there should be no adjourn- 
ment, and having obtained their point, 
the unfortunate magistrates, being under 
the thumb of the Castle, had to do what 
they were told. Evidence was given as 
to what took place five months pre- 
viously at the meeting; the police ad- 
mitted it was a most peaceful meeting, 
yet the Crown persisted in pressing for a 
conviction, and these unfortunate men 
were convitted, at the request of Mr. 
Murphy’s agent, in order to get them 
out of the town, and they were actually 
hauled off to gaolthe day before he 
opened his rent office. These men after 
their conviction asked leave, which was 
usually accorded in cases of this kind, 
on their undertaking to surrender on a 
certain day, to goand settle their affairs, 
but even this was refused. So great was 
the injustice of this case, and so brutal in 
its nakedness, that he would advise the 
right hon. Gentleman, if he persisted in 
persevering in this perverse and wicked 
work that he had entered upon, at all 
events to wrap a cloak of decency round 
his actions. He was astonished to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
with regard to Rosscrae. There some 
men were brought up before the Crimes 
Court in the usual way, evidence of a 
most illegal character was taken, no 
charge of brutality in the ordinary sense, 
or of violence, was brought against them, 
and they were convicted and sentenced to 
short terms of imprisonment. They 
were then told they were to be driven on 
an outside car to the railway station, nine 
miles away, and as the day was very wet 
they asked to be allowed to get their over- 
coats. This permission was refused, and 
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of rain, and reached the station wet 
through, shivering with the cold, and in 
a condition most deplorable. A more 
gratuitous, unnecessary, and barbarous 
proceeding he could not conceive. As 
far as he knew there had never been a 
rescue of a political prisoner in Ireland, 
and this procedure was adopted simply 
for the purpose of insulting and out- 
raging these young men. It was a case 
of pure savagery, which ought to be de- 
nounced by every unprejudiced man. 

He came now to the case of Sergeant 
Sheridan, and after all these months he 
thought he was entitled to ask for a full 
and fair statement of that case. The 
reason he atiached such vital importance 
to the matter was that he believed there 
were at present working in the Irish 

lice force many Sergeants Sheridan. 

e did not say that the heads 
of the Government approved of 
the system, but he was convinced 
that some of their underlings 
had for years encouraged, patronised, 
and rewarded work such as that of 
Sergeant Sheridan, and that many 
policemen were under the impression 
that in doing such work they were 
carrying out the wishes of their superior 
officers. On Ist January, 1901, Sergeant 
Sheridan and Constable Mahony were 
dismissed from the Constabulary, and no 
charge whatever was alleged against 
them. Sergeant Sheridan asked for a 
public inquiry, alleging that he was the 
victim of a conspiracy. Questions were 
put in the House, but no satisfactory 
reply was received. An inquiry was 
refused, and all the Chief Secretary 
would say was that the men were dis- 
missed because their evidence against a 
man named Ryan was conflicting and un- 
satisfactory, and that the Lord Lieuten- 
ant had a right to dismiss any member 
of the Constabulary without inquiry if 
he thought it to be in the interest of the 
force. Eventually, from outside sources, 
he learnt that a police officer was mak- 
ing inquiries in the matter in County 
Leitrim, although the business for which 
these men were dismissed took place in 
County Clare. On 15th August the 

uestion was again discussed, and the 

hief Secretary admitted that Sheridan 
was a scoundrel, and expressed his regret 
that Dan McGoohan had been convicted 
on a false charge. That was the first 
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ray of light they had succeeded in get- 
ting in the case. On 17th August he 
(the hon. Member) determined to raise 
the matter again, and on that occasion 
the Chief Secretary admitted thet four 
innocent men had been sent to gaol; 
and he went on to say that after ex. 
amining the history of Sergeant Sheridan, 
he was convinced that he first invented. 
crime and then went out to discover it. 
Upon such evidence, before a packed 
jury, that unhappy man was sent to gaol 
for two years, and he died in broken 
health a few years after his discharge 
from prison. In this case Sheridan not 
only invented the crime but practically 
committed it. In the case of the stab- 
bing of an ass, Sheridan must have 
committed the crime or else got some- 
body else to do it. What happened 
in this case? Sheridan pounced upon 
a poor man for this crime, and his. 
solicitor advised him to plead guilty 
to a crime of which he was absolutely 
innocent, and he did so, and _ was 
sentenced to six months hard labour. 


His solicitor advised him to take this 


course because he knew the case was hope- 
less against this skilful Irish detective 
and a packed jury. In the case of Dan 
McGoohan Sheridan and another constable 
either cut off the tails of a number of 
cows themselves or paid somebody else 
to do it and then arrested McGoohan for 
the crime. This case was tried in 1897 
before Judge Andrews and a Sligo jury. 
At the first trial McGoohan had been 
advised to plead guilty, and then the 
judge might let him off, but he refused 
to do so, declaring that he would rather 
go to his grave than plead guilty toa 
crime which he had not committed. In 
this case no less than sixty Roman 
Catholic jurors were ordered to stand out 
of the box and a purely Protestant jury 
was sworn. The constable who was con- 
cerned in this crime with Sheridan went 
into the box to give evidence, and when 
he was appealed to by the prisoner to 
speak the truth he broke down. The 
judge then told the jury that if they 
acquitted the prisoner they would blacken 
the character of Sheridan, and conse 
quently this unhappy man was sentenced 
to two years penal servitude, which he 
had served to the last day. They had 
dragged all these facts out of the Chief 
Secretary and the Irish Government. 
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He believed that from most Chief Secre- 
taries they would never have got these 
facts at all because they could not afford 
to allow their skilful detectives and 
packed juries to be exposed. When this 

r man came out he went straight to a 
magistrate and swore an affidavit as to 
his innocence, and he understood that 
compensation was to be given in this case. 
Think of the agony and shame and loss 
of character which this man had under- 
gone during his two years imprisonment, 
which one of the judges had described 
as worse than penal servitude, and all this 
man had been offered as compensation 
was £100. [Cries of “Oh, oh!”] He 
would give one or two other striking facts 
in connection with this case. hen 
Sheridan came to the barracks at Leitrim, 
at the time Dan McGoohan was convicted, 
the district was peaceful, but the moment 
Sheridan arrived there outrages com- 
menced and were frequent while he was 
stationed at the barracks. Immediately 
Sheridan left the neighbourhood those 
outrages ceased. These pictures of Lrish 
life were not frequently laid before the 
House, but in his opinion these 
¢rimes 
extent in Ireland at the present moment. 
After the outrage had been committed, 
and after McGoohan had been com- 
mitted for trial a young farmer who 
was a friend of McGoohan ventured to 
say that he believed Sheridan had done 


were going on to a_ large 


this crime himself, because he believed | pinnacle of promotion. 
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Mr. DILLON said he quite agreed 
that it was at an earlier stage when it 
was stated that there was no evidence. 
But this fact should be remembered. 
The right hon. Gentleman said in the 
last debate that it was necessary to 
have a secret inquiry into the charges 
against Sheridan, and to give indem- 
nity beforehand to the witnesses. He 
admitted that there was some force in 
that. After the right hon. Gentleman 
made that statement Sheridan, with 
unblushing audacity, said he was the 
most injured man in the United 
Kingdom, and that he was the victim 
of a conspiracy. Sheridan was walking 
the streets of Dublinafter the Government 
had ample evidence against him. He 
was defying the Government, and 
stating that they were afraid to 
prosecute him, because of the disclosures 
he was able to make. The Chief 
Secretary had said that Sheridan was 
such an extremely clever man that he 
dazzled a number of his subordinates. 
It was said that Sheridan was a clever 
detective officer who became a villain in 
exercising his profession. The hon. 
Member was afraid there were a good 
many more. His subordinates were 
dazzled with the idea that this kind of 
business was winked at by the Govern- 
ment, and they thought he was pursuing 
the course that would lead him to a high 
Sheridan had 


that McGoohan was incapable of per-| pursued a course of crime, and then by 


petrating such an abominable crime. | perjury he 


succeeded in getting 


Here was Sheridan, who got £5 reward | innocent men committed to gaol. By 
and promotion for getting McGoohan|that course he had mounted step by 
¢onvicted, and he afterwards proposed | step in the police force. No man could 
to get this young farmer convicted in| tell how many members of the 
order that he might, get another reward | force had been demoralised by his 
and another promotion. That was a |example. Where was the criminal law ? 
picture of Irish life which was not| When the hon. Member for North 
frequently laid before the House of | Leitrim was recently at Fall River, 
Commons, but which in his opinion was | Massachusetts, he found Sheridan there 
only one instance of what was going on | masquerading as a patriot who had been 
t this moment in Ireland to an enormous | driven from the police force because he 
extent. He thought he had a right to | had arrested a Government spy. It 
insist upon the Chief Secretary answer- | looked as if Sheridan’s statement was 
ing the question—Why was Sheridan not correct, that the Government were afraid 
prosecuted ? He wastold when he asked | to prosecute him because of the damag- 
the question formerly that the Crown | ing disclosures he had it in his power to 
could not possibly prosecute Sheridan | make against them. He could conceive 
because they had no evidence. ino other reason why the evidence 

Tut CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE. given at the secret inquiry by the 


LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): I think | constables was not used to bring to 
that was earlier. | Justice one of the most infamous 
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criminals who had disgraced Ireland for 
many long years. Why was Sheridan 
allowed to go free with all that load of 
crime.upon his head? What had become 
of Sheridan’s associate Reid, who was 
mixed up in the conviction of McGoohan ? 
Reid must have known or suspected 
what Sheridan was doing. He should 
have reported his suspicion to his 
superior officer. The hon. Member did 
not know whether Reid was still in the 
constabulary. If not, on what terms 
did he get away? Did he receive a 
gratuity to go away, or did he resign ? 
It was rumoured that Reid had gone to 
America, but the whole of this business 
wasamystery. Were the young men 
who were dazzled by Sheridan retained 
in the police force? He held that no 
man who was mixed up in these trans- 
actions was fit to be a police officer. The 
Chief Secretary had stated more than 
once that no such thing as that of which 
Sheridan had been guilty was going on 
in the Irish police, and that this was a 
solitary. instance. How did the right 
hon. Gentleman know that? How long 
did Sheridan pursue his course before he 
was detected? He was at it for four or 
five years, and he was held up by his 
superior officers, the Bench, and the 
Government, as a model policeman. 
The hon. Member was convinced, though 
he admitted the great gravity of the 
charge, that Sheridan’s operations were 
known to many men in the Irish Con- 
stabulary. It would be perfectly impos- 
sible, in view of the organisation of the 
police force, for such transactions as 
those of Sheridan to go on for five years 
without their coming to the knowledge 
of other members of the force. He was 
assured that there was not a barrack in 
Ireland where there was not a detective 
who reported the conversations of the 
men to the Castle. He had had that 
information over and over again from 
members of the force. The right hon. 
Gentleman therefore was on the horns 
of a dilemma, and he must select one 
or other on which to be impaled. Either 
his police system was not sufficient to 
select what had been disclosed in the 
case of Sheridan, or if it was sufficient, 
then the police force was infected by 
that most abominable of all systems— 
the employment of agents provocateurs. 
The Irish people believed that this 


Mr. Dillon. 
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policy was winked at by the Govern- 
ment, that it had been in force in 
Ireland for twenty years, and that 
many of the most startling and dis. 
gusting crimes had been directly or 
indirectly paid for by the police. There 
might be more than one Sheridan at 
work endeavouring to organise crime. 
The Irish people were firmly convinced, 
rightly or wrongly, that this abominable 
system was planted securely in the 
ranks of the Irish Constabulary, and, 
that the Irish Government winked at 
the policy of manufacturing and en. 
couraging crime, in order to pave the 
way for the application of coercion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £269,185 
be granted for the said Service.” —(J/r. 
Dillon). 


(4.45.) Mr. WYNDHAM said he 
did not propose to reply to the whole of 
the speech to which they had just 
listened. He did not wish to interfere 
with other Members who desired to 
address the Committee, but he thought 
it would be felt that he was entitled 
to reply at once while the indictment 
was fresh in the minds of hon. Membe s. 
He had had something to say on the 
subject on 17th August last year. He 
did not know that it would be brought 
before the Committee that day, but he 
certainly made no complaint of its hav- 
ing been so brought forward. He 
could not thresh this out by way of 
question and answer, but he was quite 
prepared to state what the Government 
did and why the Government did it. 
He said again today what he said on 
17th August, that this was a case 80 
distressing and so revolting in its 
character that there was no satis 
factory solution of the problem with 
which he was confronted in January 
twelvemonth. He wished to follow 
the hon. Member step by step. Admi'- 
ting that much which he said was 
quite accurate, though deprecating and 
repudiating most warmly the generally 
unsubstantiated charges which he had 
flung against the police as a whole, in 
January last year Sergeant Sheridan, 
acting with another police officer named 
Mahoney, came with a story and deposi- 
tions against an aged tramp called 


Ryan. These depositions were brought 
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before him when it would have been 
impossible to proceed against Ryan, 
because the evidence in these deposi- 
tions was of the most unsatisfactory 
and conflicting character. He came, 
not to the conclusion, but to the sus- 
picion, that these depositions of Sheridan 
and Mahoney showed that at the worst 
they had concocted the whole thing, 
and at best that they had improved 
the evidence. They stated that they 
had seen things from a point where 
it was impossible to see them. There 
was no evidence, in the opinion of the 
law officers of the Crown, to justify the 
prosecution of Ryan, and he was re- 
manded from the Petty Sessions in 
order, if possible, to see whether further 
evidence could be got. But that not 
being forthcoming he was discharged. 
That was what was done in this country 
and in every:country in the world. A 
man was arrested on suspicion, on evi- 
dence which was colourable ; but if the 
Crown law officers did not think that 
they could procure a conviction, they do 
not proceed with the prosecution. The 
Irish Government followed the normal 
course. They might have prosecuted 
Sheridan, but if they had done so 
Sheridan would have gone into the dock 
and there would have been no evidence 
against him of any sort or kind. The 
depositions which were unsatisfactory 
from the point of view of the prosecu- 
tion of Ryan gave as little hold in bring- 
ing a prosecution against Sheridan and 
the only result—he tried to form the 
best judgment he couid—he could anti- 
cipate was that Sheridan would have 
been acquitted. He would have been 
whitewashed; and a man whose ‘char- 
acter he then deeply suspected would 
have then been put on a pedestal as a 
martyr to zeal ss | would have remained 
a distinguished member of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary. He was convinced 
that the chances of that happening were 
greater than of its not happening. He 
thought it was a risk to give this man 
a fresh start by dismissing him from the 
dock without a stain on his character, 
which would have been the worst course 
that could possibly have been pursued. 
Being dissatisfied with the way in which 
Sheridan, who had a good record, had 
put forward this case against the tramp, 
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he advised the Lord Lieutenant to exer- 
cise his power to dismiss him from the 
force, and also Mahoney who had been 
with him in producing a case of so un- 
satisiactory a character. They were 
dismissed by the Lord Lieutenant acting 
within the privilege of the Crown. The 
Crown could dismiss a public servant 
and give no reason for it, if the Crown 
believed that that was in the interests 
of the public. That was done on this 
occasion. If that had been all, he sub- 
mitted to the Committee that that was 
the best course. 


He invited particular attention to 
this case, because this was a matter in 
which he stood upon his own defence. 
On 26th June he had referred to the 
dismissal of Sheridan because of his 
depositions against Ryan. The hon 
Member for East Mayo had stated 
that after that he had dragged out of him 
other revelations in regard to Sheridan. 
That was not so. Sergeant Sheridan and 
Mahoney had been dismissed on account 
of their improper depositions. With 
regard to this tramp, it was brought to 
his knowledge that other men who had 
suffered terms of imprisonment in the 
past, had been convicted upon the evi- 
dence of this same sergeant ; and that 
one of these men who had been im- 
prisoned had, on his release, sworn an 
affidavit that he was innocent. It was 
not in consequence of a question put in this 
House, but prior to that question, that his 
attention was drawn to the case by 
County Inspector Urwin, who put before 
him the facts that this Sergeant Sheridan 
had secured the conviction of other per- 
sons for graver offences. He then had 
to make a new decision—whether they 
should hold a public or a secret inquiry. 
As to a_ public inquiry—assuming 
what he now believed to be the truth, 
that Sheridan had committed these 
revolting crimes ; assuming that he had, 
if not accomplices, at least one or two 
policemen, subordinate to him, who did 
not tell the whole truth in this matter and 
were prepared to give the evidence which 
Sheridan suggested—at a public inquiry 
not one of these men could have been 
forced or even asked to give any evidence. 
Every one of them would have had to be 
informed that he need not incriminate 
himself, and a public inquiry, therefore, 
would have been a farce. The second 
decision he had to take was this ; it being 





1411 Supply—Civil 


alleged or s ted that Sheridan had 
committed these revolting crimes on 
previous occasions—whether that inquiry 
should be a secretone. Rightly or wrongly, 
he came to the conclusion that nothing 
would do but a secret and searching in- 

uiry prosecuted by two able officers, with 
irections to probe the whole matter to 
the bottom, and to give reparation to the 
men who had been improperly con- 
victed. That inquiry was held. The 
two officers arrived at their conclusion 
on 10th July; at least, that is the 
date on which they signed their report. 
He had to form a conclusion on this 
inquiry, and he confessed that the 
matter which weighed most in his mind 
was to establish the innocence of these 
men who had been wrongly punished, 
and to make reparation to them. He 
came to the conclusion, and he was 
sure he was right, that Bray, who un- 
fortunately had since died, Patrick 
Murphy and Daniel M‘Goohan, were alli 
innocent men wrongly convicted. He 
had been asked why more compensation 
had not been given. He had searched 
the records of the Home Office of this 
country and found that the highest com- 
pensation ever given had been given 
in this case. But he did not attach so 
much importance to the money. The 
most important thing was the clear- 
ing of the character of the men. 
The important thing was to make public 
reparation to an innocent man, and he 
mad? it now.. Daniel McGoohan was 
an innocent man. The conclusion that 
he was wrongly convicted could not, in 
his opinion, have been arrived at if he had 
in the first place prosecuted Sergeant 
Sheridan, and if, in the second instance, 
he had held a publicinquiry. The officers 
whom he entrusted with the investigation 
had his authority to tell the men who were 
suspected, if not of conniving in, at all 
events of not exposing, the wrong that 
was being done, that if they told the 
whole truth they would not suffer. He 
did not say whether this was right or 
wrong. He thought it right, but on 
this he must accept the judgment of the 
Committee, to authorise the full in- 
demnity that had been given to these 
men. That placed him later in a posi- 
tion no one would envy. When he came 
to believe, as he had come to believe, 
that these men, and one of them in 
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icular, must have known that 
heridan not only fabricated evidence, 
but had a hand in committing crime, 
that he had given an indemnity to a 
man whose character would shock every- 
body in this House, he had again to 
take a personal decision. Had he said, 
“This is so bad that I must withdraw 
the indemnity,” he should have been 
guilty of breaking his word. The course 
he took was to tell the men that they 
could have the promised indemnity, but 
that it must be clear to them that they 
could be employed in no position of trust 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary in the 
future; that if they cared to languish at 
the depot doing nothing and drawing 
regulation pay they might do so, but 
that his advice was that they should get 
out of the constabulary and seek to make 
good their offence against their fellows 
by regaining a place amongst honest 
men. Two men—Reed and Anderson— 
went. That was the painful story. He 
wished everybody in the House to know 
what he did, and that he did it with the 
view of preventing the recurrence of 
such events. 


(5.10.) SR ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) said he wished to say one or 
two words upon this matter, because he 
did not think any one accustomed to the 
consideration of law and justice could 
have listened without {eelings of pain and 
astonishment to the facts that had been 
brought: out before the Committee. He 
would be sorry to make any reflection 
upon the Chief Secretary’s exercise of his 
discretion in a difficult position, without 
much fuller knowledge than he possessed 
but he desired to draw attention to the 
extraordinary character of this case, 
which seemed to him to be a deplorable 
one, and to the circumstances which 
must lead any mind, without being un 
duly suspicious, to the strong conjecture 
that this was not an isolated case. The 
story also contained one or two morals 
in regard to the administration of law in 
Ireland. A charge was-brought against 
a man named Ryan, for some minor 
offence, in the course of which it was 
discovered that a sergeant of police, of 
high standing in Ireland, had been 
guilty of perjury in preferring a false 
and unfounded charge. That was the 
effect of the right hon. Gentleman's 
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statement, although the right hon. 
Gentleman had not said so in so many 
words, and he was quite right at once to 
desist from any further prosecution of 
the case. But so grave was thecharacter 
ofthe case, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was only induced to refrain from 

uting Sergeant Sheridan, because 
he thought he could not get sufficient 
evidence to convict. He was then in 
formed by a Mr. Irwin that there were 
other cases. That gentleman was a 
County Inspector, a gentleman holding 
the King’s commission, and he communi- 
¢ated to the right hon. Gentleman his 
belief that there were other cases. He 
should like to have had more information 
asto the communication from County 
Inspector Irwin and the grounds of that 
oficial’s opinion that the offence of 
Sheridan was not an isolated case. He 
believed the right hon. Gentleman to 
have acted wisely, both in making the 
inquiry secret and in promising the 
indemnity, without which he would not 
have obtained the serious information 
now given to the Committee. Four 


persons, it appeared, had been in prison 


on the evidence of Sheridan, before this 
attempt to convict an innocent person 
had been baffled. The atrocity of that 
¢ase was almost beyond belief. This man 
had himself committed the most foul and 
dastardly crime which could be perpe- 
trated, that of torturing dumb brutes; 
and, having, as a trusted public servant 
ofthe Royal Irish Constabulary, burned 
hay ricks and committed crimes, the per- 
petration of which had been a favourite 
reproach against a section of the Irish 
people, he then, with the purpose ap- 
parently of currying favour with his 
superiors, of getting stripes, promotion, 
credit, and reward as a detector of these 
horrid crimes, fixed them upon poor 
mnocent people whom he chanced to 
meet. He hoped the case was not still 
worse, aNd that he did not fix his 
charges upon persons against whom he 

ud some grudge. He followed up these 
¢rimes with perjury—going into the wit- 
ness-box and telling fearful falsehoods in 
order to deprive another man of his liberty. 
He did not think a blacker instance could 
be produced from the later history of 
despotic Governments in Europe to show 
the frightful danger of having a police 
force free from any public control. He 
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entirely recognised that the Chief Secre- 
tary had made no attempt at defence or 
palliation in reference to the events of 
the past eighteen months, they were 
absolutely indefensible, and it was on the 
authority of the Government of Ireland 
that these cases took place, What was 
the result ? One man died in prison ; but 
what had struck him most in the painful 
story was that one of the men whom the 
Chief Secretary said were unjustly con- 
victed, and who had been compensated 
for his unjust punishment, pleaded guilty. 
What frame of mind did that disclose ? 
They were asked why the Irish were not 
loyal; why they were not attached to 
the Constitution which they were to be 
in common with this country. It helped 
realisation of the reasons why Irishmen 
were not attached to the Constitution 
under which they lived when it was 
found that an innocent man, brought 
before a packed jury, preferred to plead 
guilty and take a short sentence, because 
he utterly despaired of obtaining justice. 
Such a fact indicated the reason for diffi- 
culties in Ireland. Packed juries were a 
disgrace to the administration of justice 
in Ireland, and the fruit of them was 
found in the painful story they had heard. 
The fact that certain members of the 
police force acted together awakened 
suspicion that there might be other cases. 
Sheridan had been guilty of the foulest, 
most contemptible offence a man could 
commit, and no language should palliate 
the blackness and horror of the offence. 
It was not clear why Sheridan was not 
prosecuted in the end. If the Chief 
Secretary believed, as he did, that the 
man had committed these offences, he 
should have indicted Sheridan and put 
in the evidence of the men to whom an 
indemnity had been given, and a convic- 
tion might have been obtained, though 
perhaps not with a packed jury. It was 
a most deplorable story, and reflected the 
greatest possible discredit on the admin- 
istration of justice in Ireland. It led 
every honest man to the greatest distrust 
of the whole system and the belief that 
it was rotten to the core, and he believed 
it could only be cured by self-govern- 
ment. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKinson, Londonderry, 
N.) said the hon. and learned Gentleman 
wished to be considered as actuated by 
the most lofty principles and most 
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generous sentiments, On these lofty 
sentiments he was to be congratulated, 
and still more on the admirable manner 
in which he controlled them while he 
was in office in a Government that con- 
ducted administration in Ireland under 
the so-called system of jury-packin 
with which be professed to be so horrifi 
and astonished. 


Str ROBERT REID: Are you not ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said he could only 
say now, as he had said before, that 
during the three years of that adminis- 
tration there was more alleged jury- 
packing than during the whole time the 

resent Government had been in office. 

ut the hon. and learned Gentleman 
did not refuse to be a Member of that 
Administration. 


Str ROBERT REID: Ido not believe 
it happened. 


Mr.. ATKINSON: During that 
period accusations against the Irish 
Government of the time were repeatedly 
made, and,he himself had challenged the 
colleague of the hon. and learned 
Gent.eman to deny that on one occasion 
they set aside forty-one jurors out of a 
panel of seventy-four. But the hon. and 
learned Gentleman felt none of the 
indignation he now displayed: his 
principles were well restrained. He was 


silent when his political friends were in | 


power. 
draw.”] 


[Cries of “ Oh, oh,” and ‘ With- 


Sirk ROBERT REID said he did not 
wish to attach any offensive meaning to 
what the right hon. Gentleman said, 
and hoped he would be allowed to pro- 
ceed without interruption. 


Mr. ATKINSON repeated the hon. 
and learned Gentleman showed no 
aversion to the system then. [Cries of 
“Oh, oh.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
He tried to give us Home Rule. 


. Mr. ATKINSON said the hon. 
Gentleman spoke a little too soon. The 
Irish Nationalist papers of 1894 con- 
demned the Administration as marked by 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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prosecutions, secret inquiries, and jury- 
packing, making it indistinguishable 
from Tory Government. An Amend- 
ment to the Address raised the very 
question of jury-packing. 


Mr. DILLON: Why did you not 
prosecute Sheridan ? 


* Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman made a charge 
against me of tolerating jury-packing. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., §.): 
On a point of order, Mr. Jeffreys, 
this relevant to the Vote ? 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : I do not 
think a point of order arises here. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I was merely 
replying, and showing the past history 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman with 
regard to these matters. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
Why did not you prosecute Sheridan? 
That is what we want to know. 


*Mr. ATKINSON; I presume the 
hon. Gentleman means why did not 
I advise his prosecution. 1 could not 
prosecute him. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Or make 
him a Resident Magistrate or something. 


*Mr. ATKINSON said that the evidence 
was obtained from these men under terms 
that made prosecution impossible. 
[‘*How?” “Why?” and “That is 
new.”] That evidence would never have 
been obtained at all if these terms had 
not been entered into, and under those 
conditions it was perfectly impossible for 
him to have advised a prosecution with- 
out a direct violation of the pledge given 
to those men. 


Mr, DILLON: What was the pledge? 
[Nationalist cries of “What were the 
terms ?” and “ State the terms.”’| 


*Mr. ATKINSON, continuing, said the 
only matter that came before him was 
the question of the prosecution of Kyan, 
and he advised it should not be proceeded 
with, because he thought the evidence 
was not of such a character as wou 
justify a prosecution. 
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Sm ROBERT REID said he did not 
think the personalobservations of theright 
hon and learned Gentleman were worthy 
of notice. But let there be no misunder- 
standing on this. He did denounce the 
packing of juries, and he believed him- 
self that there was no alternative to the 
continuance of jury-packing except the 
giving of self-government to Ireland. 


{5.33.) Mr. T. P.O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said the Committee had had 
the singular and unprecedented spectacle 
of an Irish Attorney General ashamed of 
himself and of jury-packing. But the 
demeanour of the right hon, Gentleman, 
while so different from his usual composure 
and self-complacency, was not more as- 
tonishing than the character of his defence. 
The right hon. Gentleman was accused of 
jury-packing. Was his defence a denial 
of the accusation ? Not at all. It was an 
admission of it, with the plea that under 
thepresent Administration the practice had 
not been quite so largely followed as 
under previous Governments. Was ever 
a more astounding defence given by a 
Minister of what was supposed to be con- 
stitutional Government? He did not 
intend to interfere in the quarrel be- 
tween the right hon. Gentleman and his 
predecessor. The case put forward by 
the Nationalists was not that jury-packing 
was the act of one Administration or 
Party, but that it was the act, the policy, 
the necessity, of every English Minister 
who tried to govern Ireland against the 
wish of the people. The admission of 
the right hon. Gentleman established 
their case, and confirmed the underlying 
contention that the Sheridan matter was 
but a part of a system. New light had 
been thrown on the Sheridan case by the 
present debate. It was not until the 
Attorney General’s speech that the Com- 
mittee heard of what now appeared to be 
one of the main defences of the Govern- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman had 
declared that he could not have got 
the evidence of the constables without 
giving an indemnity. That could be 
perfectly understood, but it was not the 

int. The point was that Sheridan, who 

no indemnity, was not examined. 
The Government had the evidence of 
these men against him, and yet he was 
allowed to. leave the country without 
hindrance. The defence was a mockery. 
What defence was it of the escape of 





Sheridan that an indemnity had been 
ren to two others? Neither the Chief 
retary nor the Attorney General had 


given any answer to that question. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The case of Sheri- 
dan never came before me. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR asked why 
it did not. Did any Member suppose 
that if it had been the case of a 
National Leaguer, charged with an 
infinitely less serious offence, it would 
not have come before the Attorney 
General? The right hon. Gentleman 
ought to have seen that the case did 
come before him; otherwise he was not 
properly discharging the duty of his 
office. When he had before him evidence: 
that this ruffian first committed crime, 
and then by perjury secured the convic- 
tion of an innocent man, thus violating 
all the sanctities of his office, was it not 
the duty of the Attorney General to 
see that the man wasseverely punished ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Excuse me, the 
case never came before me. 


Mr. T. P. O‘*CONNOR asked whether 
they were to understand that the 
administrative life of Ireland was con- 
ducted on a system of watertight com- 
partments, and that the Chief Secretary, 
who was in constant communication 
with the Attorney General, could know 
of a case like this, and the Attorney 
General remain in absolute ignorance of 
it? Really, the innocence and ignorance 
of the right hon. Gentleman in this 
question were equalled only by his: 
innocence and ignorance with regard to 
the religious persuasion of the members 
of packed juries. It showed a singular 
want of chivalry and loyal co-operation 
between Ministers that the right hon. 
Gentleman should try to shift the burden 
of his responsibility on to the shoulders. 
of the Chief Secretary. Again he asked, 
why was not Sheridan prosecuted and 
punished ? Irish Members were accus- 
tomed to strange visitors at the House, 
but the strangest of all was, he thought, 
Mr. Sheridan. For days, if not weeks, 
there was scarcely a member of the 
Party who did not have the pleasure 
and honour of receiving a visitor's card 
from Mr. Sheridan, who desired them 
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to hear-his exposure of the conspiracy of 
the Chief Secretary and the Attorney 
“General, of which he had been the un- 
happy and innocent victim. ll that 
timethis man was walking about, actually 
in the precincts of Westminster, flouting 
thé Chief Secretary, and telling the 
Nationalist Members that the Govern- 
ment were afraid to prosecute him. He 
did not accept the statement of Mr. 
Sheridan with the same confidence as an 
Irish judge and a packed jury in Sligo, 
but when he put facts together, when 
he heard the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General acknowledging that 
this man was one of the worst and 
dlackest of criminals, and yet saw him 
walking the streets of Dublin and 
haunting the precincts of Westminster, 
he began to think there must be some- 
thing in his declaration as to the fear of 
the Government to prosecute him. The 
Attorney General had made a statement 
which threw a new light on the case. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
he could not prosecute Ryan and others 
because he had given them an indemnity, 
but he never told the Committee why 
he could not prosecute Sheridan, to whom 
no indemnity had been given. They 
had never been told why Sheridan could 
not be prosecuted. The answer of the 
Attorney General was that the indemnity 
which was given to Reed and others was 
an indemnity of such a character as pro- 
tected not only them but Sheridan. 
Here was a man whocommitted the most 
horrid and loathsome offences, the agent 
of the Government, who procured by 
perjury the conviction of innocent 
persons, who walked the streets of 
Dublin and haunted the precincts of 
Westminster, who was permitted to 
commit those offences because other men 
got an indemnity. The action of the 
Chief Secretary, though most blamable 
with regard to Sheridan, was in contrast 
with the action of his predecessors. The 
right hon. Gentleman had shown an 
unprecedented candour on this occa- 
sion apart from letting Sheridan go 
scot ‘free. The real question was 
whether this was an isolated case or 
whether it was typical and symbolical 
of the Irish Government proceedings. 
The Attorney General said there were 
more such cases in three years of the 
preceding administration than during all 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 
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the six years he had been in office. That 
was a very strange defence. Those cageg 
had been brought before the House from 
time to time, and he believed they were 
not isolated but typical. 

There was the case of Bryan Kilmartin, 
who was tried by a packed jury and 
convicted, although he protested his 
innocence up to the last moiuient. When 
they heard of these things they thought 
they could only occur in Ireland, or on 
the stage of the Drury Lane Theatre, 
Kilmartin remained in prison until a 
man died in Boston confessing that he 
was the man who committed the crime 
for which Kilmartin suffered. There 
was a change of administration, there 
was what he regardedas an ideal Govern- 
ment in office, that was to say a Tory 
Government dependent on the Irish vote, 
the most satisfactory in his experience in 
the House during twenty-two years, and 
an experience which he hoped to see 
renewed before long. He sighed for the 
haleyon days when the Tory Party con- 
sulted the Irish Members as to the course 
of business. When the Tory administra. 
tion came into power, Lord Carnarvon 
went to Ireland as the messenger of 
peace, as the bearer of a secret treaty for 
separate Government for Ireland. He 
was received with open arms, adulation, 
and affection by the people of Ireland. 


| One of his first acts was to release Bryan 


Kilmartin, and when he went to Conne 
mara on an outside car the driver of that 
car was Bryan Kilmartin, who had been 
unjustly sentenced to penal servitude. 

In order to prove that this was 
not an isolated case but a system, he 
would mention the case of Talbot, 
a distinguished police officer, _ like 
Sheridan, who, at the time of the 
Fenian movement, went to Carrick-ma 
Suir swearing in members of the Irish 
organisation. He was a Protestant, but 
he attended Mass, and went shraa 
the sacrilegious scene of receiving 
Sacrament of the Church—a most blas- 
phemous and horrible proceeding—for 
the purpose of swearing-in men 4 
members of the movement, and he 
appeared afterwards against those men, 
and sent them to penal servitude. If 
they were told of these things being 
done in Russia, or in France, u 
the Second Empire, there was not one 
of them who would not raise his 
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jn horror, and rejoice that such things | 
were impossible under the Paw Britannica, | 
and yet, within three hours of the 
English shore, there were deeds of dark- 
ness done by the po.ice, at which, he 
believed, even the Government of Russia, 
or of the Second Empire would have. 
quailed. Hon. Members might laugh, 
but was it not true? Was there a worse 
case than the cases of Sheridan and 
Talbot, and the conviction of Kilmartin 3 
They replied that Sheridan was exposed. 
Yes, he was exposed, but he was able 
to haunt the very precincts of the 
Imperial Parliament, and to defy the 
Chief Secretary to his very face, declar- 
ing that though he had committed those | 
crimes the Chief Secretary was afraid | 
to prosecute him. 





Now he would come back to the point 
to which the Attorney General prac- 
tically confined his observations. First 
they had the police, who were not 
responsible to the opinion of the Irish 
people, and were hostile to them. The 
ve of Ireland were not subject to the 

atch Committee of Birmingham or 
any other large city or town, but they | 
were governed by the Attorney General | 
and Dublin Castle. They had the! 
people brought into almost daily con- 
flict with the police, and there was 
existing a state of hostility between 
the officers of the law and the police. 
A policeman under a despotic Govern- 
ment became by gradual, but by regular 
and almost inevitable steps, an agent provo- 
cateur. The perjurer Sheridan, however, 
was powerless without the Attorney 
General ; the real criminal—of course, he 
spoke in a political and not in a personal 





prepared the packed jury. Yet the 
Attorney General had not uttered one 
word of remorse in regard to these pro- 
ceedings. What did the Irish Nationalist 
Members care for the mean and wretched 
instruments of Irish government, when 
they had high officials whose king of 
_: made such crimes snisthie in Ire- 

d? Unionist Members might be right 
or wrong in thinking that Ireland was 
better governed from this Assembly than 
it would be from one of its own, but he 
would point out to them that during the 
century the present system had lasted 
the population of the country had been 
halved, while the police had been doubled 


{10 Juty 1902} 


| Case. 





Service Estimates. 1422° 


or quadrupled. They must except the 

consequence of their policy, and unless 

they were prepared to have corrupt 
licemen and packed juries British 
vernment in Ireland could not last. 


*(6.5.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
said the Sheridan case was brought up on 
the Third Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill last session, and he thought that the- 
hon. Member for East Mayo had done 
some service in recalling it to the memory 
of the House and the country. He did 
not suppose that there was the slightest 
hope of getting the attention of the 
House upon any other subject than the 
Sheridan case on this Vote. It appeared 
to him that the whole issue with re- 

rd to this case lay in a single point. 

as it an isolated case or were there 
reasons for supposing that such cases 
might be general? He was not prepared 
to take the ground that hon. Members 
on the other side had taken, for he 
believed it was an isolated case. It was 
a very shocking and a very terrible case, 
but he did not believe that any one who 
knew the Royal Irish Constabulary 
could come to any other conclusion than 
that it was an isolated and not a general 
[An Irish MemBer: What 
about Talbot ?]. He remembered the 
ease of Talbot, which was on wholly 
different lines. He had risen chiefly to 
point out to the Committee that it was 
very little use for Members of that House 
to believe that it was an isolated case, 


/as Members on his side, and, he thought, 


at least some Members on the other sid:, 
believed. The real question was what 
was the effect of a case like this upon 


i was the Attorney General, who | the minds of the people of Ireland. That 


was the real point of the whole question, 
and that was the point which had not 
been touched upon either from the 
Treasury Bench or from other parts of 
the House. The great mass of the 


| people of Ireland believed that this was 


not an isolated case, and that belief 
being in their minds it shook their 
whole belief in the just administration 
of the law courts. That was the real 
injury that was done by a case like 
this. He believed the Chief Secretary's 
discretion up to a certain point had 
been admirable. He thought the 
Chief Secretary was right in holding 
a@ secret inquiry as against a public 
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inquiry-; but did the indemnity 
given to the young policemen who 
gave evidence against Sheridan, also 
protect Sheridan? That was the real 
point; and, if Sheridan was not protected, 
he wished to ask why could not the 
evidence that served to convince the two 
officers who presided at the special 
private inquiry have been used in a 
public court to convict Sheridan. There 
could be no question about it that some 
effort should have been made to bring 
Sheridan to justice, and for this reason 
if for no other that the Irish people were 
suspicious to a degree by nature of every- 
thing connected with the Government of 
Ireland, and unquestionably they would 
say, and they had said, that if Sheridan 
was not brought to justice it was _be- 
cause the Government were afraid. That 
was the real danger and the real mischief 
-of this whole case. He thought this was 
the most deplorable and the saddest case 
that had occurred in all his knowledge 
of Ireland, and he was thankful to 
believe that it was an iso.ated case. 


He wished the Chief Secretary would | 


tell him why the police were used 
for the purposes they were used 
for in the West of Ireland. Four 
or five weeks ago he visited the 
West of Ireland accompanied by the hon. 
Member for North West Lanark and the 
hon. Member for Oldham. If he had 
gone alone he could have understood 
that some little attention would have 
been paid to him, seeing that he had 
strong convictions on the land question ; 
but, accompanied as he was by gentlemen 
of such spotless reputations as his 
companions, there could have been 
no suspicion with regard to the party. 
He believed that both of his hon. friends 
were followers of Lord Rosebery, and 
therefore they could not be accused of 
anything very vile or revolutionary. 
He should like the Committee to 
understand -what kind of thing life 
was in Ireland. Here were three 
Members of the Imperial Parliament, 
just as loyal and just as law abiding as 
the right hon. Gentleman or any 
Minister on the Treasury Bench. They 
did not go to hold any meetings, they 
did not go to stir up any agitation; but 
simply for the purpose of seeing for 
themselves, of getting at the facts, and 
heuring what the people and the land- 


Mr, T, W. Russell. 
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lord himself had to say. What hap 
pened? From the moment that they 
landed on the De Freyne estate, atid 
during the three days that they were 
there, until they left by  traiy 
at Castlerea, they were con. 
stantly shadowed by three or four 
policemen wherever they went. ff 
they took a car, the police were after 
them on bicycles. Whenever they 
stopped, the police stopped behind 
them. If they went out into the 
streets to speak to friends, the police 
were on the spot eavesdropping. He 
wanted to know why these gentlemen 


\going to that part of the country 


on perfectly lawful and __ legitimate 
business, should be subjected to th’s 
surveillance by the Irish police in that 
manner. The hon. Member for Dews- 
bury had rather more attention paid 
to him that even he had. He asked 
for no explanation for himself —he 
should not expect any other treatment 
—but he thought the Chief Secretary 
was bound to explain how it came about 
that these policemen, crowded into that 
place, having nothing else to do, shadowed 
men who were Members of the House, 
going there on perfectiy legitimate 
business. Why should they have hada 
troop of policemen constantly on their 
track? If the police had got nothing else 
to do than that, he would vote for the 
reduction of the Vote by a very large sum. 
If that was all they had got to do in 
Ireland, and they had not much else— 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER: “ Except put 
the bit on the horse.” — Hon. MEMBER 
on the Ministerial Benches below the 
ngway : 
The’ hon. Member below him had 
reminded him that the police once saved 
him from an election row. Well, he was 
not going to say that Ireland should be 
left without police. But he wanted to 
know why pvlicemen were sent to every 
land meeting held in the province of 
Ulster. Meetings were held there by the 
score; but why were seven or eight 
oopeen sent toevery meeting? There 
never been any disturbance or af 
occasion on which the services of the 
police were required. Why should these 
licemen be drawn from considerable 
istances to attend these meetings? Of 
course, it was very interesting for them; 
they were all farmers’ sons and entirely 


against the landlords. He would take the 


“What of the election row 1”} 
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ase of a meeting at Portadown. Two hun- 
dred policemen were drafted therelast year 
to attend a land meeting. Why? It was 
not. because there was the slightest fear 
of disturbance, But those 200 policemen 
cost the town £40 or £50 in a special rate, 
and of course, if the towns had to pay the 
expense thus incurred, very few meetings 
would be held. [AN Hon. MEMBER: 
Hear, hear.] ‘‘ Hear, hear,” said the son 
of a great Irish landlord. That was a 
petty honest confession. The hon. 
ember wanted no meetings, but the 
tenants of the country want them. 


*(6.17). Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, W.) 
gaid that so far the debate had mainly 
lied over the body of ex-Sergeant 
eridan, but he intended to go back some- 
thing farther and thereby furnish proof 
that this villainous conduct, which had 
been ascribed to the constabulary force, 
was not confined to Sergeant Sheridan, 
as the right hon. the Chief Secretary 
would have Members of the House 
believe. On the conclusion of last 
session the right hon. Gentleman, in 
studied and glowing language, eloquently 
described Sergeant Sheridan as an able 
and ambitious police . officer, who, in 
his zeal in discharge of his duty, and 
with the desire of gaining promotion, 
had committed this grave scandal, 
thereby insinuating that he alone was the 
only delinquent in the force, and that he 
hoped, so to speak, that in his dismissal 
“the harm of the year might go with him.” 
He hoped to be able to show that the 
contention of the right hon. Gentleman 
was not tenable, and that there were in the 
police force not dozens or scores but hun- 
of the Sheridan stamp. Some of the 

older Members of this House would remem- 
ber when in the end of the autumn, 1865, 
the late James Stephens was liberated 
frum Richmond prison, where he had been 
detained on probably a charge of high 
treason. Suspicion at first began to te 
attached to Messrs. Marquis and Meagher, 
the Governor and Deputy-Governor of the 
ison; but soon two of the warders, 
essrs, John Byrnes and John Breslin, 
well-known Nationalists, obtained the 
honour of being marked out as being the 
erpetrators of what appeared to the 
le authorities this very grave offence. 
The house of John Byrnes was searched 
for incriminating documents, with the 
Tesult that a very officious but a very 
¢lumsy policeman alleged that he found 
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in the trunk of Mr. Byrnes a document 
urporting to be a copy of the oath of the 
rish Republic. He (Mr. Lundon) after- 
wards, inthe Washington Hallin JerseyCity 
in America, had the honour of a conversa- 
tion with John Byrnes andJames Stephens, 
in which the former gentleman told him 
that he had no knowledye whatsoever of 
the document, but that the policeman had 
dropped it from his sleeve into the trunk, 
and in such a clumsy fashion that the 
Government, fearing the disclosure of the 
trick, abandoned the prosecution. He 
was himself, three months later, in Feb- 
ruary, 1866, almost made a victim to 
police trap of a more dangerous character. 
A policeman named McCarthy, in order 
to surround him, met a few of his pupils, 
 apring young men, coming to school. 
e then kept a classical academy in the 
village of Kilteely,and McCarthy said to the 
young men that'he would show them how 
to march in military fashion and keep the 
step. They came on towards the village. 
He heard the tramp, and forthwith on their 
arrival told them they should not have 
placed themselves in the hands of such a 
characterand that he hoped it would not be 
repeated. That was the sum and substance 
of his connection with this youthful 
Sheridan, but this man proceeded to 
Cappamore, which was then headquarters 
for the district, made an information 
against him, and one of less consequence ~ 
against twenty-five others in the parish, 
which, if successful, might have pro- 
cured for him on a charge of treason or 
felony, anything to twenty years penal 
servitude ; and for the others terms of 
imprisonment under the Habeas Corpus 
Suspension Act, this Act havin 
been passed on the night of the 17th 
February, 1866. On coming home 
from Cappamore McCarthy took some 
strong drink, with the result that he com- 
municated the nature of his nefarious mis- 
sion to a friend of the hon. Member’s, 
named Russell, and, as they say in Irish, 
“sceelan deoch mi-run,” that is “drink lets 
out the evil secret,” he tore open the 
command of his supezior officer, read the 
copies of the informations for those 
around him, was put under arrest by his 
sergeant and another policeman, was 
summarily dismissed from the police 
force, enlisted in the cavalry, was sent to 
India, got sun struck there and died within 
two months. So much for police villainy 


No. 2. In March, 1867, the notorious 
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Malachy Murphy, then stationed at New- 
pallas, put on worn down civilian 
clothes, furnished himself with a tinker’s 
budget and went to Templemore to 
endeavour to entrap Captain Joe 
Gleeson, whom he suspected of being 
concerned in the rising in Barnane. 
Malachy went thence to Thurles, but failed 
to obtain admission to the Catholic Colle 

there, in which he alleged that Captain 
Gleeson had been concealed, which was 
not the case; he then went to a Mr. 
Mullarky, Inspector of Constabulary in 
Borrisoleigh, and brought about thirty 
policemen from the outlying stations, 
drilled them in the college unds, but 
yet, owing to the firmness of the President 
and Vice-President of the college, failed 
to obtain an entrance to that institu- 
tion. So much for No. 3 policeman. 
Then again, the episode in connection 
with the doings of Maurice O’ Halloran, 
police sergeant in the County Clare, at 
the time -f the O'Callaghan evictions 
around Bodyke and Feakle, and subse- 
quently in the vicinity of Ennis, was yet 
fresh in the recollections of many of his 


Irish colleagues. Maurice O'Halloran, 


in the capacity of what the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division of Liverpool 
had termed agent provocateur, offered a 
£10 note to a man to get up outrages 
and bogus prosecutions. The man took 
the money, apparently about to become 
the willing tool of Maurice, but went 
before the Branch of the League and 
told the whole story and exploded the 
would-be plot, offering the money to the 
League Committee to put it into the 
funds. The Committee would not touch 
the polluted note, but cast it away, as in 
the case of Judas with the price put on 
the betrayal of our Lord. The money 
was scattered around, and only the very 
poor and thoughtless utilised it as a 
means of procuring intoxicating liquor, 
or, to speak more plainly, they drank out 
Maurice’s £10 note. To come down to 
later times, in the year 1889 a certain in- 
former named Cullinan, who represented 
himself as from Tralee, when brought 
up afterwards in the trials which ensued, 
came around to West Clare. Head Con- 
stable Whelehan of Lisdoonvarna and 
Cullinan planned a raid on the house of 
a min named Sexton, living a mile east 
of Lisdoonvarna. The Murphys and 
others from near Kilshanny were seduced 
into the trap— fine, honest, unsuspecting 


Mr. Lundon. 
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young men. The police under Whelehan 
were embushed in the barns round 
Sexton's house, and, on a given signal, 
made a rush for the young men, 
five or six of whom were arrested. A 
few fought for their very existence, and 
one powerful man, with the butt end of 
a musket, struck Whelehan on the 
head, smashed in his skull, and killed 
him on the spot. A few of those 
arrested got penal servitude. To 
supplement the appalling narrative given 
by the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division, some time after the death 
of that wretched man, Head Con. 
stable Talbot, he heard from Mr. De 
Guernon, who was resident magistrate 
in Tipperary, that when he and his 
brother-in-law were out at the Crimean 
War, Talbot, then out there also ag a 
commissariat man, gave them money to 
bring home tohis brother, should he 
(Talbot) fallin the war. Well, he did not 
fallin Russia, he was reserved for a more 
ignoble fate. After the war he came to 
Mr. De Guernon, got his money from 
him, and seven years later on came 
to him offering his services as an 
informer, which the hon. Gentleman con- 
temptuously refused. Talbot found a 
more pliable Government tool, entered 
as a detective, became a policeman, rose 
in a few years to the top rank, and was 
sent down as water bailiff on the river 
Suir from Carrick to Clonmel, to corrupt 
the youths around there as English ideas 
run, and draw them into the ways of 
conspiracy. How he (Talbot), althoughs 
Protestant, went té Mass in the Catholic 
Church, committed the awful sacrilege 
described, and entrapped the men of 1867, 
had been ably told by the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division, but he omitted, 
perhaps, as a matter of charity, to state 
that the miserable wretch, four years later 
on, was shot in the streets of Dublin as the 
consequence of his villainous doings. 
Such, were tne lamb-like gentlemen in the 
Irish Constabulary force. It was only a 
few years since the Mulranny case turned 
up, In which Sergeant O'Sullivan en- 
deavoured to entrap the men of West 
Connaught by bribing them to commit 
outrages, so as to supply material for 
coercion and consigning people to 
imprisonment and perhaps penal servi 
tude. His wieked efforts were nipped in 
the bud: Was he prosecuted by the 
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Government of the day? No, he was 


not. On the contrary, the Government 


threw their mantle of protection over 
him, and Sergeant Sullivan was 
allowed to go scot free to pursue 
his congenial occupation and to entrap 
others at a more favourable time. He 
asked the House, did they think that, 
as the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary contended, ex-Sergt. Sheridan’s 
case was an isolated one? No; there 
were dozens, scores, nay, hundreds of 
Sheridans in the Irish Constabulary force. 

Now to come to Sheridan’s case, 
in which he had taken a very decided 
part. In the spring of last session Sheri- 
dan came into the House here and 
claimed his protection as being the 
Member for East Limerick, in which he 
had plied his trade with such dexterity 
but with such calamitous results. He 
sent in a card by one of the officials of 
the House. On receipt of it the hon. 
Member was surprised that any police- 
man should want him, as he had never 
used any freedom with their class. 
Sheridan asked him if he knew him. 
He replied that he had seen him among 
the police in either Hospital or Herberts- 
town, two small towns convenient to 
me. He then told the hon. Member of his 
activity as a police officer in procuring 
conviction »gainst a tramp who stole a 
pair of shoes, and against another person 
whom he knew to be nota very good 
character. He further said that the hon. 
Member might remember how he had 
procured a conviction aguinst Con Bray 
for the burning of the hay of Mrs. 
Quinlan of Lough. The hon. Member 
replied that he remembered it well, that 
Mrs. Quinlan, was his friend and as 
respectable a lady as there was in the 
County Limerick, but that he had his 
doubts about the burning of that hay, 
that he knew Con Bray since he was a 
¢hild, that he knew his father, Jim Bray, 
and his mother, all honest people. 
Sheridan then gave him as reference the 
names of several respectable people in 
Hospital. He said in return that they 
¢ould know nothing about him no more 
than himself. The hon. Member then 
asked Sheridan what did he want 
him to do, and he replied, to apply 
for an inquiry into his dismissal 
over the case of tramp Ryan in 
Mullagh, Ccunty Clare, that he 
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was the victim of a foul conspiracy, 
in which Inspector Irvine, who, he 
alleged, had mixed up in the 
French and pepe. Noyganer yp 7 
leading figure, and that not only co 
—— agg te but that - could 
e some very ing revelations. 
The hon. Member said he would go for 
the inquiry, and, if possible, saddle the 
right horse ; also that he believed there 
were about 13,000 men in the Irish 
Constabulary force, and if every man of 
them was dismissed within an hour, or 
carried by an evil blast of wind into the 
Red Sea, it would not give him the 
slightest annoyance. Subsequently, on 


the Appropriation Bill, he spoke on the 
whole matter in this House, and on 
different occasions aided his friend the 
hon. Member for East Mayo in bringing 
on the inquiry in Hospital. 


He now asked, why did not the right 
hon. the Chief Secretary place Sheridan on 
his trial. He had said that he had not 
materials on hand for his conviction, but 
his predecessor was not long waiting for 
materials to convict Con ) ie The 
innocent young man was watched by 
Sheridan and Constable Keegan when, 
on his return from Charleville, where he 
had been on business, he was escorted 
from Knocklong by two respectable 

oung men, who could give evidence on 
his behalf. On arriving at the fair green 
of Hospital, between tiredness, drink, and 
sleep, he fell on the roadside. Sheridan 
went and set fire to Mrs, Quinlan’s hay, 
came back again, roused up Bray, and 
took him to barracks ; returned again 
to where he found Bray asleep, and 
before a witness named Butler, drew the 
attention of the constable and the other 
man to the fire, asking their opinion 
as to the locality of the fire. ll 
three agreed that it must be in 
the direction of Mrs. Quinlan’s farm- 
house. On his arrival, he roused up 
the Quinlan family and searched around 
for clues as to the perpetrator, when lo! 
he found Con Bray’s cap, which the 
villain had previously taken off the boy’s 
head and bore it away as a trophy to 
procure conviction. He traced the 
buying of the cap to the house of a 
respectable trader in the town. The 
Crown behaved as scandalously as 
Sheridan. The alleged offence was com- 
mitted on the night of the 27th of 
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November. A Court was hurriedly sum- 
moned, outside the usual practice. Con 
Bray was returned for trial. He could 
have been bailed in the ordinary course, as 
there was scarcely a respectable man in 
the town or parish would refuse to bail 
him, in which eventuality he would have 
been returned for the Limerick January 
Quarter Sessions, where he could obtain 
a fair trial ; but no, that would not do 
for the Crown; he was returned for the 
Cork Winter Assizes before a packed 
jury, convicted, sentenced to three years 

nal servitude, and all this within six 

ys from committal of offence. Poor 
Con Bray died as the result. The case 
of Murphy later on for the stabbing and 
killing of Cregan’s ass on the lands of 
Ballinamona, affords yet another instance 
of Sheridan’s villainy. Murphy, fright- 
ened out of his wits, pleaded guilty 
and got six months. Keegan and 
Anderson were not put on trial with 
Sheridan, but afterwards, in order to 
undermine the chances of an investiga- 
tion, were promoted, rewarded, and 


sent away, nobody knows where, from. 


the Irish Constabulary. The Chief 
Secretary maintained that this case was 

n isolated one. He (the hon. Member) 
had proved differently, and he hoped 
that as the hon Member for South 
Tyrone thought Sheridan’s case perhaps 
the only one of the kind, he might yet, 
when the scales fell from his eyes, think 
quite differently. 


(6.44.) Mr. H.C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E.) said he rose because of some remarks 
which fell from the hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division of Liverpool, who had 
charged some hon. Members on the 
Government side with having smiled in 

rd to what they all agreed was a 
disgraceful admission in to the 
doings of Sheridan. The hon. Member 
had drawn a comparison with Russia, but 
if he only knew as much about Russia as 
some other hon. Gentlemen he would know 
that what he had said was not at all 
an appropriate comparison. As far as the 
neti ue concerned, the hon. Member 
who had godly roumnae the ions in an 
interesting an uent speec. uite 
answered sits hon. a he for ‘South 
Tyrone, as a representative of Irish 
opinion, he preferred the hon. Member for 
Limerick who had just spoken in pre- 
ference to the hon. Member for South 


Mr. Lundon. 
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Tyrone, who, although he sat on the 
inisterial side of the House, ge 

voted against the Government. The 
Chief Secretary had been denounced for 
not prosecuting this man Sheridan, but 
it was not wise to attempt a ution 
which would be bound to fail on the 
evidence. No one knew better than the 
hon. Gentleman opposite who had been 
Attorney General for that no 
Attorney General would authorise the 
prosecution, nor would any judge permit 
the conviction, of any person wow gd upon 
the evidence of the incriminated parties, 
If there was other evidence, then 
he admitted that the case stood 
on quite a different basis, but the 
Attorney General for Ireland was 
quite justified in saying that it 
would be wrong, having given an in- 
demnity to these constables, to put them 
into the witness-box, and there was no 
judge sitting on the English Bench who 
would allow any persons to be convicted 
on the evidence alone of confederates. 
He hoped that the judicial rulings in 
Ireland were the same. [Nationalist cries 
of “Oh, oh !”] He assured hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that hon. Members on his 
side of the House had every sympathy 
with their desire to probe this affair, 
but it could not have been done by 
starting a prosecution which was bound 
to fail. He asked hon. Members opposite 
to believe that hon. Members on the 
Ministerial side were as anxious as hon. 
Members opposite to see that the foun- 
tains of justice were kept pure. He 
admired the eloquence of his hon. and 
learned friend, although he did not agree 
with his conclusion that nothing but 
self-government would secure what they 
all desired to see, namely, justice in the 
smallest police court in the country. 
They were all anxious to assist hon. 
Members opposite to obtain justice, but 
was their case likely to be assisted by 
attacking the Attorney General in such 
@ manner as this? There was no diffi- 
culty in getting at Sheridan, who was 
constantly in the precincts of the House, 
and any of his hon. and learned friends 
opposite were competent if, as they said, 
there was untainted evidence against 
this man, to lay an information and get 
him arrested, and once the case had gone 


to committal the Attorney General would 
be bound to take it up. The hon. Mem- 
ber for the Scotland Division made ap 
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to the English love of fair 

y- Hon. Gentlemen opposite had 

the sympathy of many Mem on this 

side of the Boues, but what prevented 

agreater co operation with Irish Mem- 

bers was the way in which they presented 
their case. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) could 
not conceive a more appalling story than 
that which had been laid before the 
Committee by his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for East Mayo. The Committee heard 
always a good deal about law and order, 
but if they analysed the facts laid before 
them by the hon. Member for East Mayo 
they would find that law and order was 
administered in Ireland in a way in 
which it was not administered in any 
other country. The case of Sheridan 
was not an isolated case, and what must 
be the state of things when such a case 
as that could happen’? It proved the 
little faith which the poor peasant had 
in the administration of justice when he 

ed guilty to such an offence when 
was innocent, in order to get a lighter 
punishment. No doubt he was weak in 
pleading guilty as he did, but he did so 
in order to avoid the horrible punish 
ment he would suffer at the hands of 
the packed jury who found him guilty. 
@ was no promotion in the Irish 
constabulary unless the constables 
identified themselves with the punish. 
ment and persecution of the people. 
The Sheridan case showed up in a lurid 
> the spirit in which the law was 
inistered. Those who knew little 

or nothing of Ireland thought these 
matters were greatly exaggerated, 
but the speech of the Chief Secretary 
proved that they were not so, and 
the h of the Attorney General 
had also a certain value, inasmuch as it 
admitted that jury-packing did exist in 
Ireland. Of one thing the Committee 
might be certain, and that was that 
this case of Sheridan was only typical of 
many cases which occurred in Ireland. 
There was the case of Constable Talbot, 
who came down to his (Mr. Power's) own 
ighbourhood, under the name of John 

. This man was employed there as 
Swater bailiff, and he even went the 
meth, although not a Catholic, of at- 
ing Mass. Ultimately, this man 

ly was shot in the streets of Dublin, 


but were not the authorities who em- 
ployed such men far worse thun these 
poor creatures? The constabulary and 
the Government knew what line of 
action this man was pursuing. They 
had just heard the defence of the Chief 
Secretary. who had a bad case to defend, 
and he had made a bad defence. What 
he wanted to know was—Why was the 
evidence not produced in Sheridan’s 
case? He believed, as a matter of fact, 
that the authorities were ashamed of 
what would come out, and the blatant 
way in which Sheridan paraded in this 
House, and told the Government that 
they were afraid of the evidence that 
would connect them with some of these 
cases, was one reason why Sheridan had 
been allowed to escape. 

The police were called upon to do the 
most hideous duty in Ireland, and it was 
idle to deny that bad feeling did exist 
between the people and the police. At 
the present time “ shadowing ” prevailed 
wherever they went. Not long ago he 
was at a fair with another person, and a 
constable followed them about the whole 
of the time. Even when they went into 
shops the constable followed them, and 
his friend told him that he was being 
“shadowed” because he was suspected of 
pointing out boycotted cattle at the fairs. 
If that was the way in which men were 
treated in public life in comparatively 
large towns in;Ireland, what must be the 
tyranny in the rural districts? He could 
give other instances, but he would not 
now detain the Committee. They could 
not blind themselves to the fact that the 
Irish constabulary, which cost such an 
enormous sum of money every year, was 
not a police force in any sense of the 
word. It was,really an armed military 
force which ruled Ireland, and he should 
like to know ifthe right hon. Gentleman 
contended that the constabulary should 
also be the judges as to whether public 
meetings should be allowed. It was 
notorious that the constabulary, while 
they allowed certain Members o f Parlia- 
ment to address meetings, often pre- 
vented others from doing so. Upon one 
occasion the Member for East Clare was 
allowed to address a meeting, while the 
Member of Parliament for the district 
was not allowed to speak. They were 
bound .to protest against this sum of 
money spent upon the constabulary 
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which produced ill-will and bad feeling 
between the police and the people. 
English rule in Ireland was not based 
upon the goodwill of the people, but it 
was a bludgeon rule enforced by people 
in whom the Irish nation had no con- 
fidence. 


*(7.10.) Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) 

said he was surprised to hear the 
Attorney General deliver in such a heated 
manner an attack upon his hon. colleague. 
The right hon. ntleman had once 
again been obliged to resort to the old 
tu quoque argument which for the last 
seven years the Government had always 
adopted when a question of the admin- 
istration of the law in Ireland was 
discussed in the House of Commons. 
With to jury-packing, he repudi- 
ated in the strongest manner the sugges- 
tion that the late Government resorted 
to jury-packing in Ireland to the extent 
to which the present Government had 
followed the practice. One of the earliest 
acts of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose was to issue a 
circular to crown solicitors, directing that 
no man should be challenged as a jury- 
man on account of his religious belief. 
He was not going to wee the time of 
the Committee discussing the question of 
jury packing, because the opportunity 
for that would probably arise at the 
* later stage of the Estimates, but when- 
ever it did arise he should never hesitate 
to say that as far as he was individually 
concerned he deprecated to the utmost 
degree the resorting to cd ne 
which was peculiar to Ireland, an 
which had never been resorted to in 
England except under such limits as the 
administration of justice necessarily 
imposed. The law in England was the 
same in regard to juries, and there was 
no reason why any Government profes- 
sing to administer the same law in both 
countries should resort to a practice so 
repugnant to every Englishman that 
occasionally some sixty or seventy jurors 
might be challenged on one panel. 

e wished to repudiate, on behalf of 
the Irish administration of which he was 
a Member, that they ever resorted to such 

ractices as those which had been im- 
puted to them by the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite. There was acase which arose 
very soon after the Liberal Government 
came into office, that led to the issuin, 
of the circular to which he had referred, 


Mr. Power. 
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but beyond -that he did not think any 
case of the abuse of the jury system 
could. be brought home to the late 
administration. lish Members must 
feel some qualms of conscience after hear- 
ing the debate this afternoon. The speeches 
made by the Chief Secretary and others, 
and the eloquent and earnest language of 
the hon. Member for Limerick, who gave 
so many facts showing that there was 
something rotten in the constabulary 
system, must make English members feel 
certain qualms of conscience in = 
parties to governing a country under 
a system. The Chief Secretary admitted 
that this man Sheridan was a party to 
the conviction of at least four innocent 
men, who were sentenced to long terms 
of imprisonment and some to penal servi- 
tude, and when their innocence was ascer- 
tained the right hon. Gentleman felt that 
some reparation was due to them for the 
misery and suffering inflicted upon them 
by the conduct of Sheridan. The hon. 
and learned Member for East Finsbury 
had shown that he was not at all ac 
quainted with criminal procedure in 
Ireland, for he had asked why did the 
hon. Member for Waterford not take up 
a prosecution against Sheridan himself. 
The hon. Member should have known 
that all these cases were taken up by 
the Crown in Ireland, and he apparently 
forgot the distinction that exists between 
the criminal procedure of the two 
countries. Consequently, the whole of 
the arguments he used were quite 
irrelevant and beside the question. 
He differed from the hon. Membet 
opposite who suggested that there could 
be no possible ground for prosecuting 
Sheridan, and he denied that contention 
altogether. According to the Chid 
Secretary there was an indemnity given 
to the men who had come forward 
given evidence against Sheridan. The 
effect of that was to prevent them from 
being prosecuted for any complicity in 
Sheridan’s offence, but that was 20 
reason why they should not have been 
ut into the witness box against 
heridan. A witness was bound to state 
the facts, and though he might some 
times incriminate himself, he would not 
be brought to justice, because he had 
been given an indemnity. A complete 
case might have been proved again 
Sheridan, because there were three 





four witnesses. Even if the prosecuti? 
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had miscarried, he asked why, in the 


name of morality and of common justice, 
Sergeant Sheridan was not brought into 
the light of a court of justice. A 
terrible imputation now lay upon the 
Government, and the administration 
itself was under a black and heavy cloud, 
because they had been obliged to admit 
that some five or six dreadful and false 
charges, culminating in convictions, had 
been initiated and supported by one mem- 
ber of the Irish constabulary, and conniv- 
ed at by another member of that force, and 
these men were now walking at large, 
without any attempt being made to 
bring them to justice. There was a 
certain law of right which must govern 
all administrations in carrying out 
justice, and there was a limit on neither 
side of which justice ought to stray. 
No matter what the result might have 
been, the Government should have 
instituted a public prosecution against 
Sheridan upon the evidence of those 

licemen whom they had indemnified. 
English, Scotch, and Welsh Members of 
Parliament would now know how far 
they were justified in voting £1,500,000 
to the maintenance of a force in Ireland 
which included such characters as those 
whose conduct had been discussed, and 
such occurrences must make them con- 
sider the advisability of adopting some 
other system. By these facts some light 
had been thrown upon the entire failure 
of the administration of law and justice 
in Ireland, and if the system of police 
was rotten and corrupt, then the course 
of justice must necessarily be unsound 
and unreliable. 







Mr, ROBSON (South Shields) said 
it seemed to him, not only as an 
English lawyer, but as a Member of 
Parliament, that they were not exagger- 
ating the matter before them. The 
defence of the Government seemed to be 
that the crime of Sheridan was to be 
treated as an isolated offence, and notas an 
Instance of what prevailed throughout 
the Irish Constabulary. That might be 
the case or it might not, but there was 
one matter which could not be isolated, 
and it was the fact that an innocent 
man who had been brought before an 
Trish tribunal, had pleaded guilty in 
absolute despair of receiving anything 
like justice at the hands of that tribunal. 
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This tribunal was not a mere local one, 
but it was a court which owed its exist- 
ence and character to the action of the 
executive Government. They had heard 
a great deal about packed juries, but he 
had always understood that every 
English Government repudiated the 
charge of packing juries. He had 
always believed that the Attorney- 
General for Ireland repudiated that 
charge, but in his defence he had made 
what was almost an explicit admission 
in regard to packing juries. When the 
Attorney General was called upon to 
explain this state of things, what did he 
do? He at once made an attack upon 
his hon. and learned friend which, in his 
opinion, was most unjustifiable and 
undeserved. Beyond this attack the 
Attorney General had absolutely nothing 
more to say, and in a charge of this 
kind, not{merely against the Government 
but against the whole system of adminis- 
tering justice under the British flag in 
Ireland, all they got was a speech from 
the head of the Irish Bar, responsible for 
the administration of justice in Ireland, 
in whieh he made an attack upon his 
predecessors in office. That was not 
only an improper mode of dealing with 
the subject, but it was not a proper 
way to treat the House of Commons. 
There had been no defence of this 
action on the part of the Government, 
and on the contrary, one of the chosen 
champions of the Government, the hon. 
Member for Finsbury, had got up and 
made a most remarkable suggestion. 
He asked why, if the Government did 
not prosecute, Members of the Party 
opposite did not undertake the prosecu- 
tion themselves. And then having put 
that question, and believing that he 
had inveigled his opponents on to the 
horns of a dilemma, he explained at 
some length why they should not prose- 
cute at all. He pointed out that they 
could not get a conviction unless they 
had signed statements from these men. 
But only the Government possessed 
those documents, and with those state- 
ments in their pocket the Chief Secretary 
declined to prosecute, while their 
champion called upon the Irish Members 
without those statements to undertake 
the prosecution of Sheridan. This sub- 
ject had been treated in an altogether 





unworthy spirit by the Government. He 
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didnot blame the Chief Secretary so much, 
for he thought they had good reason 
to be proud of the courage and candour 
with which the Chief Secretary had dealt 
with this question up to a certain point, 
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victims. There was the evidence of 
the confederates and the victims em- 
ployed, and it was nothing less than a 


scandal and an outrage on justice that 
this man Sheridan should remain un- 





but at that point he had 


Why did he not prosecute Sheridan? 
There had been no answer to that ques- 
tion, and no explanation had been given. 
There was plenty of other corroborative 
evidence without the indemnified wit- 
nesses, for they had the evidence of the 
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fallen short. | prosecuted. 





AYES. 


Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund. 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mac Veagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendai (Ti ry Mid 





O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
ee Edward 

rrin Spencer 
Churchill, Winston S 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 








(7.28.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; 
Noes, 195. (Division List No.}282.) 





O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N, 
O’Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswaid 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) — 
Reid, SirR. Threshie(Dumfries) 
Roberts, John oP (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrE.C(Monagh’n,N 
Tully, Jasper 

Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wilson, Fred. W. ( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yo: James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 






Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

ings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
re, ele. Si Che | 

mple, Sir rles 

Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
erton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Manc’r 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

Finch, oy ee 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 

Fitzroy, Hon. Elward Algernon 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E( Elgin & Nairn) 

Gore, Hn G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 

Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 

Greene, SirE. W(B’ryS Edm’nds 

Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 

Hamilton, Marq, of(L’nd’nderry 

omg Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, Arthur Howard Hanley 

Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 

Heaton, John Henniker 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 

Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J no.(Kent,Faversham 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
wick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
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Laurie, Lt.-General 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant : 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton. Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liver ) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire 
bo de ro Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 








Richards, Henry Charles 
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Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybriige) 
Ritehe, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


. Ww. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C. E(Taunton) 
Williams, Colonel R. \ Dorset) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John ( w) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nozs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Original Question again proposed. 


It being after half-past Seven of the 
¢lock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 

Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 

BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAIL- 
WAY BILL [(Lorps]. (By ORDER), 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL 

[Lorps}. (By ORDER), 





CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 

STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AND No. 3) BILL 
{Lorps.] (By ORDER), 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON. AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL [Lorps]. 
(By ORDER.) 

Second Reading deferred till Wed- 
nesday next, at the Evening Sitting. 
GREAT NORTHERN ANDCITY RAILWAY 

BILL [Lorps]. (BY ORDER.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 
GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lorps]. (By ORDER), 
NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY BILL 

[Lorps}. (By ORDER.) — 

Second Reading deferred till Wednes- 

day next, at the evening sitting. — 





SUPPLY. 
(SIXTEENTH ALLOTTED Day. ] 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
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CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


CLASS III. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £33,517, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst 
day of March, 1903, for Criminal 
Prosecutions and other Law Charges in 
Ireland.”’ 


(9.0.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., 
N.) said they might call this the 
second chapter of Irish misgovern- 
ment, the first chapter of which they 
had discussed up to 7.30. The feature 
was the extravagance of the Department, 
but misgovernment was bound to be ac- 
companied by extravagance and corrup- 
tion. This Vote-had not been discussed 
at ip a in recent years. At Question 
time they had frequently called attention 
to matters connected with the Attorney 
General and criminal law and charges in 
Ireland, but it was five or six years since 
they had discussed and gone into the 
matter. It was, in his opinion, impossible 
for anyone who conscientiously went 
through the Estimates and Irish Supply 
not to be struck with the bloated and 
extravagant sum there set forth. Under 
the four heads which comprised that 
Vote and which formed one great 
Department, they found that in England 
the cost was £553,000, while the similar 
Department in Ireland cost £283,375, 
more than one half the cost of the same 
Department in England. So that in a 
country like England and Wales with its 
population, great prosperity, and its 
enormous business, similar items in 
Ireland cost more than 50 per cent. 
These legal expenses in connection with 
the administration of the law cost in 
England 4d. per head, while in Ireland 
the cost was Is. 3d. per head. These 
were figures which could only give rise 
to grave reflection by ‘all thoughtful 
men. There was no doubt that these 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 1444 


extravagant figures in connection with 
the so-called administration of justice 
could be accounted for on only one 
round, namely, misgovernment, The 
y “nd General's salary was £5,000, 
but there was something additional for 
contentious business which was put at 
£1,000, for which the Attorney and 
Solicitor General’s names stood together. 
It was an extraordinary thing that not- 
withstanding the fluctuations which 
ocevrred, this contentious business stood 
at the uniform figure of £1,000. That 
sum might really be looked upon as a 
very comfortable honorarium to quite a 
nominal salary. But was the right hon. 
Gentleman cheap or dear to Ireland at 
£5,000 ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Oh, very cheap ! 


Mr. FLYNN: Some people might say 
he would be cheap at any price, but let 
them recollect that a poor country like 
Treland, in order that the right hon. 
Gentleman might sit on the Treasury 
Bench and draft a few amendments to 
Irish bills and coach the Chief Secretary 
in bad law, had to pay him half the 
salary received by the President of the 
United States. o one doubted the 
estimable private qualities of the right 
hon. Gentleman, but was it fair or just 
that a poor country like Ireland, with a 
declining population and dwindling re- 
sources and admittedly almost crimeless, 
should have to pay such a price. But the 
Attorney-General had other duties, and 
a fearful and lurid light had been threwn 
on the methods adopted by the debate 
which had taken place that evening. 
That debate had disclosed to some extent 
the system of jury packing which was 
practised throughout Ireland, and had 
thrown a fierce light on the doubtful and 
devious ways of Dublin Castle. The 
Attorney-General himself candidly con- 
fessed to jury packing, but pointing the 
finger of scorn at the hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for sg = 
there was more jury i uring the 
three years of the yy Foss a 
than during the six years he had been in 
office. That was no answer, even if the 
figures of the right hon. Gentleman could 
be accepted. He had made a particular 


study of this question, and had made an 
analysis of the figures, and during the 
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past four years had given case after case 
of this terrible system. Only the other 
day he threw out of his locker sheaves and 
sheaves of cases, and he could give 
particulars of the various winter and 
‘summer assizes at which juries had been 
packed, and on the facts and figures he 
said the Attorney-General had reduced or 
elevated, in an infamous sense, jury pack- 
ing to such a naked and unblushing 
system that all decency had left it. At 
the last summer assizes in Cork what did 
they find? In the case of a wretched 
man charged with steuling 10s., forty-five 
jurors were ordered to stand by, forty- 
three being Catholics. In a case of petty 
larceny, forty-six were ordered to stand 
by, while in the case of two brothers 
charged with manslaughter fifty-two were 
ordered to stand by, ffty of whom were 
Roman Catholics. In the Tallow case 
tried at Cork he forgot how many were 
ordered to stand by at the preceding trial 
at Waterford, but at Cork thirty-three 
jurors were ordered to stand by, thirty 

ing Roman Catholics. It became tire- 
some to repeat these figures time after time 
and to get the stereotyped reply. They 
had heard something of the Sheridan 
cases, and how this man went into the 
box and perjured himself over and over 
again against innocent men. But what 
would his perjury prevail if they had 
independent juries? Why, in one case, 
the prosecution carefully excluded sixty 
men and packed the jury with men 
whom they knew nothing short of a 
light from Heaven would induce to 
find a verdict of not guilty. In another 
ease there was something even more 
pathetic. The unfortunate man who 


was upon his trial, though innocent, upon 


the advice of his solicitor pleaded guilty, 
because the solicitor told him he had no 
chance before the packed jury. He had 
drawn attention to case after cise at 
Cork, only to be laughed to scorn by 
the Attorney General. Such things 
were horrible in the 20th century. 
That was the system in which the right 
hon. Gentleman was connected, that 
was the system in which to some extent 
he seemed to take a professional pride 
in beholding. He hoped that if it 
had not received its deathblow by 
that debate, it would at least be 
found to be badly wounded. How 
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administration was reduced to such a 
sham and farce? What respect could 
any one have for the so-called trie] by 
jury? It reminded him of the lines of 
an old poet, who, writing of the peasant. 
of the day, depicting him as truly desti- 
tute of any chance of fair play and 
justice, wrote— 


‘¢ Just after the war in the year 98, 
As soon as the boys were all scattered and 
ba’ 


te, 

*Twas the custom whenever a peasant was: 
got 

To hang him by threat barrin’ such as was: 
shot 


"Twas them was bad times for the honest 
gassoon, 

If he missed a policeman he met a dragoon, 

And whether soldiers or judges gave sentence, 

Devil much time was allowed for repentarce.” 
They did not now use the dragoon. but 
the system remained, and if the Irish 
people submitted to this injustice with- 
out protest and resentment they would 
be unworthy the freedom to which they 
hoped to aspire in a short time. 


(9.28.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said 
the Government had never, sinee the 
exposure of the Pigott forgeries, had a 
worse case to answer than that of 
Sheridan. His belief was that any one 
who studied the administration of justice 
in Ireland, and especially the administra- 
tion of the criminal law, must be driven 
to the conclusion that it was as corrupt 
as it was in England in the time of the: 
Stuarts, when precisely the same methods 
were employed and exactly the same 








could the Irish people be expected 


to respect the law, when its whole 


abuses obtained, thanks to the jury 
systemwhich the Government were using. 
hat was the jury system in Ireland at 
the present day. It might be the 
palladium openly, but in reality it was 
nothing but the merest form. It was 
very much the drapery by which in 
Ireland they hid the bayonets of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. The Chief 
Secretary had done in ieelind now what 
was done in the time of the Stuarts. 
Obsoletg and rusty statutes and principles 
of common law had been revived to aid in 
the persecution of the people. Not only 
was there jury packing and Sheridans in 
the witness box, but counsel who held 
briefs for the defence in political trials 
had been known to betray their clients b: 
iving secrets to the prosecuting counsel. 
ury-packing seemed a mild method of 
abusing the forms of ure when 
compared with that. This jury-packing 
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‘was not the fault of the Attorney General 
for Ireland; it was the fault of the 
system which went on. The trial of 
every criminal case in Ireland showed one 
salient point of difference from the trial 
of criminal cases in England. The first 
thing that was done was to select the 
jury. The evidence was of very little 
<onsequence provided the right jury was 
there. But there was another thing 
which must strike everyone who was 
acquainted with legal practice. Asa rule 
when no witnesses were called for the 
defence counsel for the defence had the 
last word. In Ireland when no witnesses 
were called for the defence, counsel for 
the Crown had the last word ; and every 
lawyer knew the enormous value of that. 
When Crown Counsel had the last word 
comments cunningly made might give a 
new or altered construction to the case, 
and the prisoner’s counsel had no means 
of rebutting what had been said. Not 
only were the juniors challenged by the 
Crown in all cases, whether felonies or 
misdemeanours, but certain crimes were 
now treated as misdemeanours, which 
formerfy came under the other category. 
This was done in order to prevent the 
panel from having the right of challenge 
at all. That was the way the palladium 
of liberty was preserved in Ireland. In 
Crown prosecutions in England only the 
truth was aimed at, but in Ireland the 
whole aim was to get a conviction. In 
Ireland the prosecuting counsel regarded 
a conviction very much as a Red Indian 
regarded a scalp to putinto his belt. In 
Ireland, Crown prosecutors, of whom 
there were about fifty, were a caste. In 
England a man took a brief for the 
Crown in the ordinary way, but in 
Ireland the idea was by securing convic- 
tions to gain promotion. Before coming 
to the lish bar, the late Lord 
Russell of Killowen practised for years 
as a solicitor in Ireland, and he had an 
utter distrust of the administration of 
the criminal law. On 22nd March, 1888, 
speaking in this House, Lord Russell, 
who was then Sir Charles Russell, 
said— 

‘In Ireland, whether rightly or wrongly, 
ander the existing erly 4 ‘idaienned aie 
trust of the administration of the law was 
anquestionably felt.” 

And Lord Russell then quoted a remark 
made by a friend of his from the North 
. of Ireland, who, contrasting what he had 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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witnessed at the Old Bailey with what he . 
knew of criminal trials in Ireland, said— 

‘In Ireland it is a scramble on the part of 
those who represent the 
pice Bema 


Crown to secure a 


These were the words of the gentleman 
who afterwards became Lord Chief 
Justice of England. Lord James of Here- 
ford said something stronger. His words 
were— 

‘* He did not think it was possible to assert 
that the conduct of criminal cases in Ireland 
was exactly the same as it was in England. 
Anyone ao & had watched the conduct of 
criminal cases in England would know that 
no prosecuting counsel ever thought of exer- 
cising any ingenuity to secure a conviction. 
The Judge was always careful that no prose- 
cuting counsel should for a moment exceed the 
line of his duty.” 

The Solicitor General for Ireland, who 
received a large official salary, also under- 
took private practice, and only a few 
weeks ago a Crown case came before a 
court in Dublin. The judge inquired 
why the law-officers of the Crown were 
notjpresent, and he was informed that 
the Solicitor General was earning guineas 
upstairs as counsel in a Private Bill Pro- 
cedure case. In the large sum which was 
charged for law expenses to solicitors there 
would be included, he supposed, the fees 
of the gentleman who acted for the 
Solicitor General in the Irish Court. Mr. 
Campbell, the Solicitor General, abused 
paid members, but it appeared to be con- 
sistent with his own sense of duty to dip 
his hand as deep as he could into the 
public purse to pay a deputy for the per- 
formance of work he was himself paid by 
the Government to perform. The Daily 
Express, writing in regard to Jury-pack- 
ing in Ireland, said that trial by jury for 
itical offences had ever been more or 
ess of a make-believe or pretence in 
Ireland, and, down to the present time, the 
Crowm had only succeeded in asserting 
the law by such an arrangement of the 
jury system as they could rely upon 
Another matter which required most 
serious attention was the expenses for 
actions taken against resident magistrates 
and other judges, a Vote for which was 
down on the Estimates. The nanng 
of that was that if these men perpetra 
an illegality and were sued for it, the 
people who had been actually wronged 
by them were required to pay the 
indemnity. That was the degradationand 
blasphemy of justice. In February. 1888, 
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the right hon. the member for Montrose 
burghs in the course of a speech said that 
a despotic Government might be strong, 
but there was no Government so weak 
as the Government which, under the 
forms of freedom, practised despotism. 
That was not a very unfair description 
of the Government of Ireland at the pre- 
sent day. 


,*(10.0.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND 
(Clare, E.) said he desired to draw 
attention to certain prosecutions which 
had taken place in his constituency, 
County Clare. On the 23rd of June he 
had put a Question to the Chief Secretary 
in regard to a Mr. Linnane and some 
other gentlemen in Ennis who had been 
imprisoned for conspiracy. When he 
was proceeding to ask for further in- 
formation, the Speaker told him he could 
not do so by means of Questions across 
the floor of the House, and that he 
must elicit the information in Com- 
mittee of Supply.t That was, therefore, 
why he wished to call the attention of the 
Chief Secretary and the Attorney 
General to what appeared to him to be a 
most unwarrantable state of affairs in 
the county he represented. That county 
was to day not only one of the most 
erimeless in Ireland or the United 
Kingdom, but one of the most crimeless 
districts in the whole civilised world. At 
the last two Quarter Sessions the Judge 
was presented with white gloves, and at 
the last Summer Assizes the Lord Chief 
Justice of Ireland, who ‘was a native of 
the county found there was no business, 
and congratulated the Grand Jury on 
the condition of the county. There was, 
he said, much improvement and no Bill 
to go before them. He wassure it would 
be a surprise to those Englishmen and 
Scotchmen who took any interest at all 
in Irish affairs to hear that in County 
Clare, which was in such a peaceable 
condition, several of its most prominent 
inhabitants were in prison under the 
operation not of the ordinary law, but of 
what was called the Crimes Act, and 
which they in Ireland called the Coercion 
Act. That wasa state of affairs that 
could not possibly exist in England or 
Scotland, or indeed in any other portion 
of the British Empire. owere these 
gentlemen who were in prison? Mr. 


+ See preceding volume, page 1388, 
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Linnane was the Chairman of the Ennis 
Town Commissioners, the chief town of 
the county, a gentleman who, on account 
of his position, was a magistrate and 
administered the ordinary law at Petty 
Sessions. He bore the highest possible 
character in every way in the town in 
which he lived. The second gentleman 
was the Chairman of the Corofin District 
Council, who also was a magistrate and 
administered the law at Petty Sessions. 
The third was Mr. Griffy, a gentleman 
72 years of age, who was Chairman of 
the Corofin Board of Guardians. There 
were several other gentlemen imprisoned 
under the Coercion Act, but he would 
not refer more particularly to them 
than to say that, in their own localities, 
they were held in the highest respect, and 
had never been guilty of any crime in 
the ordinary sense of theterm. He knéw 
that it was very difficult in the House to 
get English and Scottish Members to 
understand Irish affairs, as was shown by 
the state of the Benches. There was no 
great disposition on the part of English 
and Scottish members to come there and 
receive enlightenment on Irish affairs 
from the representatives of Ireland. He 
maintained that the condition of the 
Benches outside the Irish Benches, was ir 
itself a proof that some system of govern- 
ment in Ireland was necessary, other 
than the existing system, which enabled 
Gentlemen to come into the Chamber 
and vote at the end of a debate which 
they had not heard, and of which they 
knew absolutely nothing. He might be 
allowed to put to the few English Mem- 
bers present the position he was placed 
in at the present time. They heard of 
crimes and outrages and disorder in 
Ireland, but he stated on the floor of the 
House, as the elected representative of 
the County Clare, that there was not the 
slightest vestige of crime in that district ; 
and yet some of their leading and best 
men were imprisoned as common 
criminals. English Members might say 
what they liked about Ireland, and might 
hold what view they liked about the 
action of Irish Members in this House ; 
but he ventured tosay that there was no 
English or Scotch Member who, if he 
found himself in the position in which 
he was placed, would not do the utmost 
in his power to expose the monstrous 
condition in which they were situated. 
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The three gentlemen he had referred to 
were in prison on the charge of criminal 
conspiracy, but they had not had the 
opportunity, as they would have had had 
they lived in this country, of having 
their case tried in the ordinary way by a 
jury. They had been sent to prison by a 
movable magistrate. According to the 
Chief Secretary they had been sent to 
prison because they sought “ to compel 
certain persons not to occupy land of 
which they were in lawful occupation ;” 
He was in a position to absolutely deny 
that there was in this instance any 
criminal conspiracy whatever. If there 
was, then he took a greater part in that 
conspiracy than any of the gentlemen 
nowin prison. What took place? There 
was a dispute in reference to a certain 
farm in the town of Corofin. There 
was a difference as to which particular 
family was entitled to occupy that farm, 
and a public meeting was called to con- 
sider the matter. As Member for the 
county he was present at the meeting, 
and so also was the hon. Member for 
Limerick. There was absolutely nothing 


to conceal. It was an ordinary open air 
meeting in the light of day with speeches 
delivered before the whole world. Nota 
single word was uttered at that meeting 


calculated to cause crime, outrage. 
or violence of any kind. On the contrary, 
in all the speeches the people were 
strongly advised, while they exercised 
the right of combination, such as was 
enjoyed by the tradespeople and working 
classes of this country, not to do anything 
which would give their enemies the 
slightest handle against them. He was 
stating those facts in order to show that 
the prosecutions ordered by the Govern- 
ment were absolutely without any right 
or foundation whatever. Before the 
public meeting took place, a Convention 
was held in the Board room of the Work- 
house, and delegates came to it from all 
parts of the county. There was nothing 
secret about it, any more than at any 
meeting of the Primrose League. They 
had hardly taken their places in the 
Board room, when a force of policemen 
marched mg 4 br ce room and took up a 
position as if they were on guard. If 
the Chief Sestetaly wanted to have a 
recurrence of crime and violence in 
County Clare, he could not do better 
than he had done on that occasion. The 
people were provoked, because they felt 
Mr. William Redmond. 
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it an insult that their private meeting 
should be interfered with in that way ; 
and it was only because the hon. Member- 
for Limerick and himself exercised all 
their powers of persuasion in calming the 
people that the peace was not broken 
and the policemen assaulted. They told 
the policemen they had no right to 
be present, and the Chairman of the 
Ennis Town Commissioners, as a magis- 
trate, called upon them to withdraw as 
there was no warrant for their presence. 
That gentleman was now in prison, and 
one of the charges against him was that 
he asked the policemen to withdraw on 
that occasion. Arising out of the pro- 
ceedings at that meeting there was a 
libel action inst a newspaper which 
was tried in Dublin, and the presidin 
judge, Mr. Justice Gibson, decla 
that, having gone into all the circum- 
stances of the case, he was of opinion 
that the dispute which had unfortunately 
arisen was in the course of being settled 
by negotiation in the most friendly spirit 
between the tenants who had been dis- 
placed, and the other side, and the land- 
lord. A verdict for the defendant was. 
returned, largely on the opinion of the 
judge. It was in connection with that 
dispute that the three prominent gentle- 
men he had referred to were in prison at 
the present time, sent there by two 
magistrates under the Coercion Act. An 
appeal was taken from the decision of 
the two magistrates to the County Court 
judge who said he had to administer the 
Act as he found it, and he regretted 
having to confirm the sentence, but in 
doing so he paid a high tribute to the 
gentlemen referred to. 


He protested as strongly as he could 
against the Coercion Act being put into 
operation with the result of imprisoning 
the most prominent men in the district 
where there was absolutely no crime. 
He desired to ask the Chief Secretary 
and the Attorney General to justify in 
some way, if they could, the exercise of 
coercion in a county where there was. 
absolutely no crime. There was com- 
petition for certain land in the county, 
and the tenants had come together to 
consider the matter on the model of the 
Trade Unions in this country. The 
landlords of Ireland had combined in 4 
particularly strong way, and were work- 
ing together in their own interests. 
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Why, then, should not the tenants be 
allowed to combine in their own interests? 
In the past there was a great deal of 
violence in Clare, but he said deliberately, 
as one of the Members for the county, 
that it was altogether due to the fact 
that the people were deprived of the 
right of combination. They did not 
understand how to look after their own 
interests by methods of organization, 
and they were driven to take up the 
weapons of violence and outrage. What 
was it to be in Clare and other counties 
in Ireland in the future? If men like 
Mr. Lehaneand Mr. Flanagan, who were 
looked up to and respected by the people, 
who were magistrates, and who 

counselled the people to avoid violence 
and crime and to put their trust in 
organization, were cast into prison, and 
treated as common malefactors, under 
the operation of an extraordinary law, 
the combination of the people might 
decline, but nothing was more absolutely 
certain than that moonlighting would 
come into existence again. The people 


would say, what was the use of com- 
bining peaceably, when men in responsible 
positions were cast into prison as ordi- 


nary malefactors. They would say that 
the only way of attracting attention to 
their grievances, and of getting them 
remedied, was to take weapons in their 
bands and wreak vengeance on their 
oppressors. That certainly was not what 
the Irish Members wanted, or what any 
man connected with the Irish organiza- 
tion wanted. In the past, before methods 
of organization were adopted, the people 
‘had to rely almost altogether on outrage 
and crime in order to have attention 
drawn to their grievances. The Irish 
Members had endeavoured to teach the 
people to combine peaceably, as people 
combined in England, and to turn them 
from methods of violence into channels of 
peaceable organization. Their efforts 
were met by the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General casting leading members 
of the organization into prison. He said, 
with great regret and foreboding, that if 
that course was continued by the Govern- 
ment, there would be an end to the 
absence of violence and crime which now 
happily existed in Ireland. 


There was no justification whatever 
for enforcing coercion in Clare. There 
was no crime, there was no outrage, 
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there was no serious disturbance of the 
. The people were attending to their 
usiness, and were applying themselves 
to carrying out the powers invested in 
them by the Local Government Board 
Act, as best they could. There was only 
one explanation for the exercise of coer- 
cion, and that was that the Government 
were making themselves the tools and 
servants of the Irish landlords. The fact 
that men were imprisoned in Clare, would 
not make the county any the more peace- 
ful. It might help, perhaps, to break down 
the organisation of the people and destroy 
their confidence in ful methods, 
which was evidently what was wanted at 
the present time. It was a thousand 
pities that the Chief Secretary, the Attor- 


ney General, and those responsible for 


law and order in Ireland, could not rest 
satisfied and content when they saw the 
once turbulent county of Clare in a peace- 
able condition, and that they could not 
refrain from provoking and irritating the 
people by having recourse to the extra- 
ordinary methods of coercion. He would 
ask the Attorney General to justify, by 
anything that existed in Clare, the exer- 
cise of coercion in that county. He 
would also ask him to explain how it was 
that some of the men now in prison were 
sentenced to hard labour while others 
were not, although they were all con- 
victed for the same so-called offence. He 
failed to understand, and the people of 
the district failed to understand, the dis- 
tinction. Of course, he would not be in 
order in referring to the previous debate, 
but he might be permitted to say that at 
the time when there was outrage in 
Clare, some of it took the abominable 
form—a form which filled every man in 
Ireland with the utmost disgust—of 
mutilating dumb animals. These out- 
rages had been condemned over and over 
again. Public Boards had ed resolu- 
tions denouncing them, and it would be 
impossible to meet a single person in 
Ireland who would endeavour to palliate 
or excuse them in any way whatever. 
The Government had recently admitted 
that some of these abominable outrages 
were planned and carried out by the 
agents of the Government. One of those 
agents was in the very district in Clare 
where those outrages most mysteriously 
occurred, and the people had never been 
able to discover how they occurred. That 
was a most significant thing, which he 
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thought ought to receive the attention of 
the nal He could assure Hon. 
Members that the Irish Members had no 
higher desire than that in districts like 
Clare the energy, the resolution, and the 
determination of the people should be 
directed into proper and legitimate 
channels, That was the object of the 
he pecs which the Attorney General 
struck at. They desired to combine 
lawfully, and by “lawfully” he meant 
according to the law which obtained in 
England and Scotland, as well as in the 
— at large. They had largely suc- 
ed. During the ten years he had 
represented one of the Divisions of Clare, 
the whole conditions of agitation in that 
county had changed. The people, 
instead of giving way to fits of violence, 
addressed themselves, as their leaders 
advised them, to the work of organiza- 
tion, with the result that the count 
was tranquil. There was now no wor 
at assizes or quarter sessions, and white 
gloves were given to the judges ; and yet 
the Government were not content with 
that state of peace, but attempted to 
rovoke and irritate the people, almost 
yond endurance, by imprisoning the 
very man for whom they had the most 
respect. What he had said of Clare could, 
he believed, be said of every other 
county in Ireland where coercion was 
enforced. Could the Attorney General 
point to any district in England where 
there was no work at assizes, where the 
judges received white gloves, and where 
yet the Chairmen of most of the leading 
Boards, as well as many of their Members, 
were in prison. Such a state of things 
could not exist in Great Britain or in any 
other part of the Empire, except in 
Ireland. He knew Clare pretty well, 
and he could tell the Attorney General 
with regret, that he believed if coercion 
were continued in that country, and if 
men who had a restraining influence on 
the e were cast into prison, there 
would 
future, and there would be no more 
gloves for the judges. He did not say 
that by way of threat or from a desire 
that there should be a change from the 
agg peaceable condition of the county, 
ut the people were so circumstanced 
that they should do something. They. 
were discontented and dissatisfied with 
the present system of land tenure. In 
the name of law and order—[An Hon. 


Mr, William Redmond. 
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MemBer: “Oh!”’] The hon. Member 
opposite was 4 first-class representative 
the arrogant, self-sufficient Tory 
minority in Ireland. The Irish Members 
on that side represented four-fifths of the 
people of Ireland, and they were en- 
deavouring to state moderately and 
reasonably what they believed to be the 
opinion of their people. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite was impregnated with the 
ideas of hon. Gentlemen around him. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I must 
ask the hon. Gentleman to confine 
himself to the subject of criminal pro- 
secutions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
hoped he would be allowed to state 
moderately, reasonably, and quietly, 
what he been sent to the House of 
Commons to state. He had been doi 
that until he was deliberatel interrupted 
by the hon. Gentleman, who, however, 
was perhaps not worth taking any notice 
of. He would appeal in the name of 
law and order—names so often misused 
by hon. Gentlemen representing the 
minority in Ireland—that the people 
should be allowed to agitate for their 
rights on lines of combination similar to 
those adopted by trades unionists in 
England and throughout the Empire, 
and that their leaders should not be cast 
into prison. If that course were not 
adopted by the Government, he could 
assure the Chief Secretary and Attorney 
General that the people would not be 
terrorised, and that the result would be 
that once more there would be outrage 
and violence and dark crime in Clare, and 
many other counties in Ireland. 


(10.36.) Mr. ARCHDALE(Fermanagh, 
N.), said he was very glad to hear the hon. 
Member repudiate outrages on cattle, and 
he was perfectly sure that every hon. 
Member on the Nationalist benches was 
as much opposed to those dastardly out- 
es as the hon. Member who had spoken. 
But he should have liked to have heard 
the hon. member repudiate them ten or 
fifteen years ago. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he was 
sure the hon. Gentleman who now repre- 
sented his old constituency had no desire to 
misrepresent him by insinuating that he 
had not at all times repudiated and 
denounced such outrages. The hon. Mem- 
ber was altogether mistaken. 
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Mr. ARCHDALE said hequite accepted 
the hon. Member's explanation. The hon. 

tleman did once re mt his con- 
stituency on a bogus electorate, but he 
had not the least antipathy to him on 
that account. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : The hon. 
Member must confine himself to the sub- 
ject of criminal prosecution. 


Mr. ARCHDALE said it was rather 
extraordinary to hear the hon. Member 
opposite state that if organization was 
put down in Clare crime and outrage 
would follow. One of the greatest Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons, the late 
Mr. Gladstone, said that rete 
do the footsteps of the League. 
It hg rfectly well known to all students 
of Trish history that where there was 
organization in a county there was crime 
in that county. His own county of 
Fermanagh was very free from organiza- 
tion, and consequently free from crime. 
He knew the country for twenty years 
as well as any man. He had taken a 
strong political part in his own county, 
he knew the feelings of the farmers, and 
he knew that if they were not terrorised 
by the organization which the Chief 
Secretary was rightly trying to put down, 
they would live in peace and happiness. 
He was glad to say that white gloves to 
judges were getting frequent, and even at 
the last assizes in Sligo the learned judge 
commented on the great improvement 
which had taken place since the spring 
Assizes. He, however, firmly believed 
that if Ireland were only firmly governed 
there was nothing more that she wanted. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said he would not have taken part in the 
debate were it not for the appeal which 
had been addressed from the Irish Benches 
to the Front Opposition Bench. He, at 
any rate, was not shaken in his faith that 
there was only one radical cure for all 
these ailments in Ireland. He desired to 
place on record his surprise at the action 
of the Crown authorities in the Sheridan 
case. There was no man who could 
sympathise more than he could with 
the action of the Crown authorities in 
circumstances of great public difficulty, 
but what happened in the Sheridan 
case? A member of the Constabulary, 
bound as a police officer to prevent 
and detect erime, became a perpetrator 
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of crime of the most atrocious des- 
eription—the crime of maiming cattle: 
against which they all protested—and he 
became the perpetrator of those crimes 
with the infamous design of fathering them 
on others. It seemed incredible that, 
having formed that design he was able to 
carry it out, through the assistance of the 
Crown, and that the victims he had. 
selected were put in the dock and tried. 
What would have been done in Scotland? 
A man prosecuted by the Crown would 
be tried by a jury, but the privilege of 
setting aside jurors would be limited to- 
five persons, except in special cases. In 
Ireland the Crown prosecutor was in a 
ition to set back as many jurors as he: 
iked. The whole thing from beginni 
to end read like a frightful romance. tt 
would be impossible 2 it to occur in any 
properly governed country, and yet it 
went on in Ireland, They were asked 
to believe that that was an isolated case, 
and with regard to that, he heard, with a 
certain measure of approval, the remarks 
of the hon. Member of South Tyrone. He 
could not himself credit that Sheridan was 
a type of the Irish policemen, but, on the 
other hand, he wished to say after some 
intimate experience of the working of the 
criminal law that it would be impossible 
for such a gross and terrible case to have: 
occurred, without other cases having pre- 
viously occurred which had not seen the 
light. The system of jury packing stood 
condemned in the lurid light of the 
Sheridan case. For himself, he shrank 
with a feeling of frightful antipathy from 
the prospects of Ireland under a system 
of jury packing or unpacking by which 
thirty, forty, and even sixty jurors could 
be set aside. That showed how difficult 
was the task of the Attorney General in 
Ireland, to whom he thought too little 
sympthy had been extended, for he was 
an officer for the administration of a 
system which was totally impossible under 
democratic rule. It would be far better 
to abolish trial by jury in Ireland, than 
poison justice at its fountain head. Ifa 
Judge did wrong through prejudice he: 
could be impeached, but they could not 


impeach a jury. The system was sna 


, and a radical cure was required. 
How was it to be obtained ? The people 
were the true guardians of the law, and 
until they were given self-government 
they would decline so accept laws with 
which they had no sympathy, and in the 
ordinary administration of which they 
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had no share. He might be asked if he 
-was stilla Home Ruler. He was; and 
the revelations they had heard that day 
made him more of a Home Ruler than 
ever. He was convinced that it was only 
by a system under which the people 
of Ireland would be responsible through 
their representatives for framing and 
administering their own law, that there 
ever woudl. bo law and order in Ireland. 
The hon. Member for North Fermanagh 
said that the present condition in 
Ireland was altogether due to agita- 
tion. But they should not condemn 
-agitation. Nothing could be done with- 
out agitation, and as a friend of his 
remarked, they could not even make 
butter without agitation. He would cite 
.@ passage from Burke with reference to 
the laws proscribing Catholics in every 
walk in life, which was applicable to the 
present system— 

“Itisa Lage gr of barbarous system. It is an 
outrage of all the laws of humanity and the 
rights of nature. It is a sysvem as well fitted 
for the oppression, imprisonment, and degrad- 
ation of the people and for the debasement of 
human nature, as has ever proceeded from the 
perverted ingenuity of man.” 


That was applicable to the system 
revealed during the debate that day. 
Sydney Smith, who quoted that passage 
from Burke, added the following com- 
ment— 

‘* Some people hold that that there will not be 
in Ireland until skates and codfish are 
swimming over the top of it.” 
That was Sydney Smith’s 
comment. His own comment (the hon. 
Member’s) was more hopeful. He 
was for the radical cure of _ self- 
government to which he  stedfastly 
adhered ; all the more because of the 
revelations he had heard today. He 
would put it to the Attorney General for 
Ireland whether, when they had a case 
such as the Sheridan case, the better 
method of procedure would’ not be to 
attack it more firmly ; and, in the second 
place, could not the Executive in Ireland 
e to administer the law, not under 
le but 
of sympathy with them. id not 
know why Sheridan was not prosecuted. 
He declined absolutely to accept the two 
excuses which had been put forward. 
He declined to accept the statement 
that Sheridan had been given an 
indemnity. He did not think that any 
responsible officer would have given an 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


scathin, 


a system of antipathy to the a 
e 


{COMMONS} 


8 | different methods. 





Service Estumates, 1460 
indemnity to a blac of that de- 
og ee They should take Sheridan 
as having committed the offences. He 
should have been tried, and all possible 
evidence, including the evidence of the 
men who were now proved to be innocent, 
should have been submitted in order 
to secure his conviction. There was a 
lamentable lack of firmness throughout 
in connection with the case. He ho 
that the revelations they had heard 
might incline the hearts of the Irish 
administration towards a little more sym- 
pathy for the great masses of the peo 
in Ireland. If he was not mistaken t 
quasi-political criminal cases known as 

n were going to spread all over 
Ireland. He lamented the time when 
there would extend to Ulster a 
feeling of hostility to the laws 
of the land; and, therefore, it was 
important, in the interests of law and 
order, that the Irish Executive should 
show more sympathy with the people 
on the one hand, and that when they 
had such a blackguardly case as the 
Sheridan case that they should deal 
with it with more firmness. 


*(11.0.) Mr. ATKINSON said he did 
not propose to attempt to follow the hon. 
and learned Gentleman into the in- 
tricacies of Scotch law and practice; 
nor did he venture, for a moment, to 
nbgpeen the sincerity of his appeal and 
the strength of his hope as to what 
might be brought about in Ireland by 
Men had gone to 
Ireland as sincere and as hopeful as the 
hon. and learned Gentleman, but they 
only had to get into touch with the 
actualities of the situation to very soon 
find out that it was not all the plain 
sailing they imagined. Mr. Forster went 
to Ireland confident in the belief that he 
could bring about peace and order, as no 
doubt the hon. and learned Gentleman 
thought he could. He was followed by 
others, who came back, in many cases, 
disheartened, but at all events con 
vinced that it was not the easy matter 
they hadthought. He did not intend to 
enter into any length into Sheridan’s 
case. That had been dealt with by his 
right hon. friend. He only wished to 
mentidn one or two things for the 
purpose of removing misconception. 
He understood it had been admitted 
that no fault could be found with 
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the Government for not prosecuting 
Sheridan in Ryan’s case. He said, with 
gome experience of criminal law, that 
that would have been an absolute im- 
possibility. It was said that Sheridan 
got an indemnity. He got no indem- 
nity. [An Hon. Mempgr: You said he 
did. ] e never said anything of the 
kind. His right hon. friend, having 
suspicions, determined at all hazards to 
ascertain the truth, and was obliged to 
obtain information from certain con- 
stables who were colleagues of Sheridan, 
under the promise that they would not 
in any way suffer for it. Under that 
promise they confessed that in some 
instances they were practically accom- 
lices, and that in other instances they 

not disclosed that Sheridan was an 
offender. Hon. Members attributed to 
every Irish official, not only stupidity, 
but also a base and wicked desire to do 
everything that was wrong, everything 
that was unjust, and to resort to cor- 
tuption, crime, and fraud. But he put 
it to hon. Members that if one of them 
had given a pledge to any particular 
man that if he told a certain thing he 
would not suffer for it, would he think 


he was fulfilling his promise if he put 
that man into the wtness box to con- 
fess before the world that he was a 


wicked and abandoned criminal, and 
had been associated with another 
criminal as bad as himself. His right 
hon. friend could only obtain informa- 
tion from those policemen under the 
promise that they would not suffer for 
it, and that meant a great deal more 
than that they should not be dismissed 
from the police force. It must, in 
common-sense have meant that they, 
would not be exposed to the world. But 
even if they were put into the witness- 
box, it was perfectly competent for them 
to absolutely decline to answer all ques- 
tions touching the matter. They were 
not asked to go into the witness-box, 
because that would be a distinct vio- 
lation of the pledge given to them. 

Mr. DILLON asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman would kindly let the Com- 
mittee know the terms of that pledge. 

*Mr. ATKINSON said he could only 
quote the words of his right hon friend. 

Mr. DILLON asked if the pledge was 
that the information would not be used, 
or that the constables would not suffer. 
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* Mr. ATKINSON said he had given 
the pledge exactly as his right hon. friend 
gave it, Surely a pledge that men would 
not suffer by telling what they knew 
would not be fulfilled by putting them 
into the witness-box to confess their crime 
before the world. But for obtaining infor- 
mation under that pledge there would have 
been no evidence whatever against Sheri- 
dan. The hon. Member seemed to suppose 
that his right hon. friend had other 
evidence in his possession to convict 
Sheridan. He had nothing of the kind ; 
and it was only when those policemen 
told what they knew under the pledge 
he had mentioned that it was known 
what had happened. At no time was 
there any other evidence against Sheridan. 
He would from that question. The 
hon. Member for North Cork made a 
number of small points about the Esti- 
mates. The amount for Irish law charges, 
it was alleged, had been increasing year by 
year, butit should be remembered that 
since 1889 other charges had been thrown 
on this Vote. There was £2,000 for the 
pm Department of the Board of Works, 
and also sums for the Agricultural and other 
Departments. He did not intend to enter 
into a defence of himself nor into the 
question as to whether or not he was 
worth the £,5000 a year he received. 

Passing away from these small matters, 
he eame to the question of jury-packing. 
It had been said that he had confessed to 
jury-packing. Jury-packing was a charge 
which was very often made; it had been 
made against not only the present Ad- 
ministration, but the preceding Adminis- 
tration, and, he believed, every Adminis- 
tration through the century. In one 
sense the charge was true, and that sense 
was that in Ireland every Administration 
had found it to be absolutely necessary to 
exercise the powers which the laws of 
this country, in common with those of 
Ireland, gave to the Crown to remove 
from the jury-box men who through fear 
or prejudice were not likely to find an 
impartial verdict. In that sense he had 
done it, as his predecessor had done it, 
and every man must do it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That is 
worth £5,000! 


*Mr. ATKINSON (continuing) declared 
that no Government could be so cowardly 
as to allow the law to be paralysed in 
order to escape the censures of hon. 
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Members opposite. But if the charge 
meant that men who were partisans had 
been put om juries in order to obtain 
unjust and unrighteous verdicts, then it 
was a false charge. Hon. Members were 
constantly saying that these things were 
not done in England. The law was the 
same, but, as he had said before, the 

eatest difference between England and 
alent was in hon. Members and their 
opinions. If things were said in England 
which were said in Ireland, if jurors were 
murdered for doing their duty—[“ Oh, 
oh !”|—if jurors were maimed as Mr. Field 
was, if attempts were made to assassinate 
jurors as he had seen done in one 
instance in Ireland, if men _ were 





intimidated, canvassed, and abused, in 
order to prevent them acting right in 
the jury-box, then it might be necessary 


to put the same powers into force in 
England. The conditions were absolutely 
and entirely different. Not only was 
terrorism, intimidation, and abuse used in 
Ireland, but this wide-spread Association, 
League, or whatever it was called, sought 
to make a law for itself, and to set itself 
above the law of the land. The people 
were told by gentlemen high in position 
in the Nationalist Party that they were 
not bound to obey the law of the land if | 
it came into contact with the law of the | 
League. [The right hon. Gentleman 
quoted extracts from speeches of the hon. 
Members for East Waterford, Cork City, 
and North Leitrim in support of his 
statement.] Was it not aba $0 suppose 
that they should put into the jury-box to 
administer the law, and to punish men 
who had broken the law, persons who 
were taught that they were not to obey the 
law ; who were told to spit upon and to 
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shocked at the notion of trial by remoy- 
able magistrates, although those magis- 
trates were in exactly the same position 
as any other civil servant of the Crown 
with regard to dismissal. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: He is not. 


*Mr. ATKINSON said the hon, 
Mexnber was mistaken, as it had recently 
been held that every civil servant could 
be dismissed at pleasure. The cry was. 
always made that they wanted a jury. 
Why? Because it was certain that a 
jury, either from prejudice or terror, 
would not discharge their duty. He 
disliked as much as anybody could do. 
setting aside jurors, but it was an 
unpleasant necessity in Ireland. Every- 
body who attempted to administer the 
law in Ireland was forced into this 
position, that he must either exercise 
the right of getting into the jury-box 
men of sufficient independence to act 
justly, or allow crime to go un- 
punished. Such had been the experience 
and invariable practice of every Admin- 
istration that had come into power in 
Ireland. That was his defence of jury- 
— There was nothing new in 
that. ; 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: No, but the 
confession of it is new. 


*Mr. ATKINSON said he had defined 
what jury-packing meant, and he totally 
denied that the present Administration 
had ever been guilty of jury-packing in 
the offensive sense suggested, and he did 
not think that the argument was advanc- 
ed by preverting the word. The same 


despise it, and that it had no »inding force | charge of jury-packing had been brought 


upon their conscience? What were the 
methods of the League ? ~ Boycotting and 
intimidation. These practices had been 
advocated from hundreds of platforms. 
Boycotting and intimidation were right 
according to the law of the League, and 
it was ludicrous to suggest that for the 
purpose of punishing persons who indulged 
in those practices men should be put 
into the jury-box who were taught 
that boycotting and intimidation were 
not offences against the law of God and 
were perfectly legitimate weapons of agita- 
tion. He heard a great deal of talk about 
the advisability of having independent 
judges. Some hon. Gentlemen were 


Mr. Atkinson. 





against Lord Spencer in 1889, Mr. Bryce 
in 1893, and Mr. Morley in 1894, and 
they each and all made the same reply 
which he made, namely, that the Crown 
solicitors were instructed to set aside no 
man on account of his religion. [“ Oh, 
oh!”] The instructions were the same, 
the men who carried them out were very 
much the same. How did it come about 
that, when all these things were done by 
the Party opposite, the actions were then 
replete with all the virtues, while now the 
same things were denounced as black and 
wicked to the last degree? 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): Did we 
not always denounce jury-packing ? 
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*Mr. ATKINSON referred the hon. 
Member to a division which took place 
in 1894, when an Amendment to the 
Address was moved dealing with the 
subject; the Parnellite Party supported 
the Amendment, but were left in the lurch 
by the other branch of the Party, among 
those voting against the Amendment 
being the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool. Therefore he was 
really not very much affected by the 
stage thunder of the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He was sorry that the hon. 
Member for South Donegal should have 
accused the members of the profession to 
which he belonged of everything that 
was black and abominable in the conduct 
of prosecutions committed to their charge. 
He had declared the prosecutions to be 
“scramblings for a verdict,” and that 
nothing was too unjust or unfair to 
resort to. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that he 
quoted the speech of Sir Charles Russell 


{10 JuLy 1902} 
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the purchasers as land grabbers, and a 
letter was written to them demanding the 
surrender of the farm which they had 
bought. The judge before whom the 
case came described that letter as “dread- 
ful” and as containing “a scarcely veiled 
threat.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
he could not accept the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement. It was at variance 
with the information in his possession, 
and he could pledge his word that there 
was no intimidation or conspiracy of any 


kind. 


*Mr. ATKINSON said he was reading 
from a report vf the trial, in which the 
letter to the man telling him to give up 
his farm was described by the judge as 
“a dreadful letter.” He would read the 
letter to the Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: And is 


| that the letter which the right hon. Gen- 


in 1888, in which he spoke of ‘the | tleman describes as “a dreadful letter ?” 


scrambling for a verdict.” 


*Mr. ATKINSON said that the hon. | 


Member did not stop there. He said it 


was “‘a hunt for scalps.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Lord 
James said that. 


*Mr. ATKINSON thought the hon. and 
learned Gentleman was mistaken, but, who- 
ever said it, it was a most unwarranted, 
cruel, and shameful accusation. He was 
obliged to the hon. Member for West 
Clare for bringing up the case which he 
had ede. He had frequently said 
that crimes of violence-and fraud were 
very few in Ireland, but the white gloves 
to which the hon. Member referred might 
be due to either of two thin gules 
that crimes were not committed, or that 
evidence could not be obtained to prose- 
cute the criminals. It by no means 
followed that because there were no 
criminals to- prosecute there were no 
criminals in existence. The particular 
case referred to by the hon. Member 
was a case of mean and cowardly 
boycotting, if ever there were one. 

me years ago a farmer got into 
arrear and had to sell his farm 
—part of it for £150 and the remainder 
for £450. Years afterwards the man 
Went to the Land League and denounced 











*Mr ATKINSON said he was quoting 
the language of the judge. This farmer 
ot that letter from the Secretary of the 
eague, and it meant that if he did not 
do a certain thing he would be denounced 
as a land grabber. At all events that was 
his case. The difficulty in administering 
the law in this district of Clare was that 
respectable men resorted to these practices, 
which he did not hesitate to describe as 
mean, cowardly, and cruel. 


Mr. DILLON: All respectable men 
are against you in Ireland. 


*Mr. ATKINSON denied that assertion, 
but the difficulty was that respectable 
men would descend to such mean and 
cruel crimes, for he did not think there 
was any crime more mean and cruel 
than such a one as this. The 
hon. Member asked if the Govern- 
ment were going to prevent the Crimes 
Act from operating in the County 
of Clare, on account of the absence of 
ordinary crime in that county. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: AmIto 
understand that the Government wish to 
have, instead of combination among the 
people, a return to the methods of violence 
which previously prevailed in Clare? If 
that is what is wanted, they might 
perhaps be able to get it. 
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*Mr. ATKINSON said he hoped that 
would not be generally understood or 
enerally acted upon. He claimed that 
t was the duty of the Government, ir- 
respective of consequences, to put down 
crime, whatever form it took, or from 
whatever source it proceeded. Whatever 
the nature of the crime, the Government 
must not condone it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why did 
you not put down Sheridan 4 


*Mr. ATKINSON said the Govern- 
ment were obliged to put down crimes of 
this kind, no matter what the station in 
life the people who perpetrated them. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked why 
the Solicitor General was allowed to appear 
as counsel before the Committee upstairs. 


*Mr. ATKINSON replied that the 
Chief Secretary had already answered 
that question. His colleague was per- 
mitted to practise, and he took up a brief 
for the Crown in this particular case. 
The case, however, was adjourned, and it 
came into conflict with an engagement 
that the Solicitor General had at West- 
minster, but his right hon. friend the 
Chief Secretary had given the assurance 
that nothing of the kind would occur 


again. 


(11 45.) Mr. LEAMY said that 
the right hon. Gentleman had _practi- 
cally admitted that the only way in 
which they could govern Ireland was to 
deprive Irishmen of the right of trial by 
jury. The Attorney General had said 
that he did not desire to have jury-pack- 
ing. Of course, he did not believe that 
the right hon. Gentleman ordered jurors 
to stand aside because the real jury- 
packer was always on the spot in the 
shape of the Crown Solicitor. He had 
seen the Crown Solicitor with the jury 
list in his hand, and, as the names of 
the jury men were called over, he cried 
out “stand aside” when those men were 
called which had been ticked off upon 
his list. The Crown Solicitor sent 
persons about the country in order to 
ascertain the religion of those who were 
upon the jury list, and also whether they 
were members of the United Irish League 
or not. The right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site thought it was an excellent reason 


_ {COMMONS} 
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for refusing to allow a man to sit on 
the j if he happened to be a mem- 


ber of the United Irish League, although 
if it were a case between the landlord 
and tenant the Crown did not object to 
members of the landlord party sitting 
on the jury. He believed that at the 
Bar the right hon. Gentleman had the 
reputation of being a fair-minded man, 
and he had much sympathy with the 
Attorney General, who was only the 
victim of an odious system. The right 
hon. Gentleman had now admitted that 
he could not administer the law with- 
out resorting to jury-packing. The 
real reason for this was that the law came 
to Ireland in a foreign garb. In somecases 
as many as sixty or seventy jurymenhad to 
be thrust aside before they could get a 
jury, and that was a state of things which 
could not be found in any other country 
in Europe. The right hon. Gentleman 
admitted that ordinary crime hardly ex- 
isted in Ireland, and that the only 
crime to be found there was of a politi- 
cal agrarian character. 


. He wished to know why Sheridan had 
not been prosecuted. He was aston- 
ished that such an explanation as that 
which had been given to the Com- 
mittee could have been given in the pre- 
sence of any lawyer in this House. . The 
right hon. Gentleman had stated that a 

ledge was given to those men in 
Sheridan's case that if they gave evi- 
dence against Sheridan no harm would 
come to them. Already the names of 
those two men had been given, and they 
had been published in every newspaper in 
Ireland. Therefore, he was at a loss to 
know what harm could come to them if 
they came forward as witnesses against 
Sheridan in a court of law. The right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that this course 
would be a breach of the pledge given to 
these two men, but it was not an uncom- 
mon thing in Ireland to see men brought 
forward who gave evidence as informers, 
and who received a promise from the 
Crown that if they gave evidence they 
would not only be indemnified but would 
also get a sum of money for their infor- 
mation. If the Attorney General wanted 
to convict an unfortunate peasant of 
“ moonlighting,” he did not hesitate at all 
to put forward his informers, but when an 
official was concerned he refused to take 
this course, and Sheridan was allowed to 
go perfectly free. A greater outrage 
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upon justice had never been committed, 
and this case showed what they had got 
to face under the present system of 
Government in ae He agreed that 
the Chief Secretary had acted with a good 
deal of courage in this matter, for he 
had acted against the advice of Dublin 
Castle up to a certain point, but the 
officials had now proved too strong for 
him. The Government not only packed 
juries in order to convict Irish tenants, 
but they did not hesitate to enter into 
something like a confederacy with 
members of the constabulary in order to 
get 4 charges. He was very sorry for 
the Chief Secretary who found himself 
in such evil company. 


*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S.) 
gaid it was desirable that a protest 
should be made upon one point of the 
speech of the Attorney General for 
Ireland by someone who was not an 
Irish Member. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had been challenged to give the 
exact words of the pledge, and he under- 
stood that he refused to do so. The 
pledge given was, he believed, that these 
men, if they spoke the truth, should be 
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none the worse for it. His contention 
was that that pledge did not mean that 
these constables should not be put in the 
witness-box, but that they should not 
be put in the dock. What was more 
common than for the Government to 
give a pledge of this kind if a person 
would turn King’s evidence ? The pledge 
surely meant precisely that these men 
should go into the witness-box. The case 
of Sheridan was so bad that every effort 
ought to be made to bring him to justice, 
a these two men ought to have gone 
into the witness-box in order that jus- 
tice might prevail in this dreadful case, 
and then, if necessary for their safety, 
they should have been provided for 
in some other country. There was a 
most deplorable failure of justice, and 
the right hon. Gentleman’s defence of it 
was one of the feeblest he had ever heard 
in this House, and it was against this 
action that he felt bound, as an English 
Member, to record his protest. 
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(11.56.) Question puv. 


The Committee divided.—Ayes, 142; 
Noes, 80. (Division List No. 283.) 











Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
pchtole, wa tg rae i 
rkwright, John Stanho 
iRracid Vorster, Hugh ale 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. Ger'ld W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 











Cecil Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cham berlain,J. Austen (W’re’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Wiaston Spencer 
Clive, Capt. Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 


AYES. 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(M’ne’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Baunatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway William Johnson} 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.GRC. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. SirJohn Eldon 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon: Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset E. 
Jebb,Sir Rich Claverhouse 





Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter,(Bristol,S, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
acdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B (Cambs. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, David J(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Parvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Renwick, George 
.(Stalybridge 
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Ridley, Hn. M. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Altlen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Aliston 
Clancy, John Joseph - 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie,J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
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Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stepford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C (N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, ae M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


NOES. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Cann, James * 

M‘Govern, T. 

M'‘Kean, John 

Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P,(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil, William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork 
pA renee “ween 253: ’rry Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir CEH(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscomm’n, N. 
O’ Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
Partington, Oswald 

Power. Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold, John 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Mon’gh’n,N 
ig vet James 

Tully, Jasper 

Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 





Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


It being after Twelve of the Clock, | conditions to special exception (fruit 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his | preserving), be annulled. He approved 


|ofjthe greater part of the Order, and 
f | was very grateful for the redemption of 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday | the Home Secretary’s promise, made to 


Report to the House. 


next; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


FACTORY ACTS—FRUIT PRESERVING 
ORDER. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University), 
who was indistinctly heard, moved that 
the Special Order of the Secretary of 
State, dated June 17, 1902, prescribing 





him last year in the Standing Committee, 
but explained that, in order to raise an 
objection to a particular section of it, 
he was obliged by the Rules of the 
House to move that the whole be 
annulled. The section he objected to 
was the sixth, which regulated the hours 
for girls under sixteen; and the age 
limit, he contended, ought to be raised to 
eighteen. He based this contention upon 
the Section of the Act 1, Edw. 7, c. 22, 
sec.156, which says— 
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“The expression ‘young person’ means a 
m who has ceased to be a chilé, and is 
under the age of 18 years.” 
And he asked why this protection should 
be limited in a trade specially exhausting 
to girls under 16 years, thus depriving of 
rotection against overtime those of pecu- 
farly delicate age, between 16 and 18 
ears. 

He quoted from the Report of the 
Chief Lady Inspector eases of excess in 
labour, such as— 

“1; The employment of women and girls 
seven days a week. 
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(2) The employment of young persons for 
86 hours a week, exclusive of meal times. 

(3) The employment of young persons for | 
34 hours consecutively. 

(4) Irregular and scanty meal times. 

(5) Lack of Saturday half-holiday.” 
And to show further the need of pro-| 
tection for an unprotected class of the 
community, he quoted from the same 
Report— 

“(a) We have found girls employed in pour- 
ing hot jam who were employed on the | 
previous afternoon in candying peel, and the 
previous night in bottle washing. 

(b) We have found little girls carrying and 
stacking jars of jam at night, who during the 
day had been employed in making potted 

t : 


meat. 

{c) We have foand young girls making con- 
fectionery, who went daily at the close of their 
normal hours to work in the jam boiling room. 

(d) We have found girls ener in the 


warehouse in covering aad labelling jam, who 
for two hours in the early morning, and two 
hours late at night, and on Saturday after- 
noons, were busy bottling fruit. 

(e) We have found a woman washing bottles, 
who the day before our visit had been engaged 
in unpacking and stacking clean jars, fre- 
quently attending to the gooseberry machine, 
and when nvt so employed peeling onions in 
the. pickle-making room.” 

And he asked, why should any diminu- 
tion of protection be afforded to such a 
class of the community ? 

He was not one of those who wished 
to interfere with male adult labour, 
and he would not interfere with 
adult labour at all if he could help it; 
but this was a class of the community 
who had no friends except that House. 
He felt it his duty to call attention to 
a real grievance of a peculiarly unpro- 
tected class of the community. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Special Order of the Secretary 
of State, dated the 17th day of June, 
1902, prescribing conditions to Special 
Exception (Fruit Preserving) be an- 
nulled.”—(Mr. Talbot.) 
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*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that he had done his best to get this 
Order altered during the discussion of 
the Estimates, and also by communica- 
tions he had sent to the Home Secretary, 
but up to the present he had received 
He endorsed 
the case laid before the House by his 
right hon. friend. The sixth paragraph 
was so bad that he would rather see 
the whole of the Order sacrificed than 
sanction such a piece of legislation. 
Under the paragraph in question, women 
and young girls over 16 years of age 
might be permitted to be worked twenty- 
two hours out of twenty-four. He 
wished to know what protection was 
being given to girls under sixteen 
when permission was given by this Order 
to employ them for fifteen hours out of 
twenty-four. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would probably say that what he 
had done was the first step, and that 
half-a-loaf was better than no bread, 
but he was not at all sure that this was 
so in this particular case. He did not 
admit that what had been done was any 
set off against the sixth section of the 
Order. He would remind the House that 
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‘last year they were very loth to pass 


section 41 of the Act, and it would never 
have been passed at all if the right hon. 
Gentleman had not stated that these 
terribly long hours would not be allowed. 
The last report issued upon this subject 
showed that irreparable injuries were 
being done to young workers who were 
employed for very long hours in the 
jam trade. There was no necessity 
whatever for these long hours in the 
jam trade, and the best manufacturers 
admitted that if all were made to comply 
with the ordinary law the trade could be 
carried on without inconvenience. 


*(12.30.) Taz SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuiz, Croydon) said that this order 
was applicable to the jam trade only in 
the fruit season of June, July, August, 
and September; and if the Motion of 
his right hon. friend were adopted, the 
industry would be carried on during the 
present season under no regulation what- 
ever, and the young women and girls 
employed would, asa consequence, have 
to work under still more unfavourable 
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conditions. His right hon. friend ob- 
jected only to Rule 6—to one Rule out 
of eight—but, if that Rule were deleted, 
all the results of carrying on the trade 
during the present season would be lost. 
He thought his right hon. friend’s action 
was less justifiable, because he had ad- 
mitted frankly that many of the regula- 
tions prescribed under this Rule were a 
great advantage in the direction in which 
he desired legislation to move. His 
right hon. friend said that if he would 
consent to delete from these Rules the 
particular Rule to which he objected, he 
would be satisfied. The effect of 
doing that would be exactly the 
same as refusing to make the Rule at all, 
because it would necessitate a new series 
of rules and regulations which would have 
to lie in draft upon the table for forty 
days before they came operative, and the 
House would at once see that to alter 
the Order in this way would be to make it 
ineffective during the present fruit pre- 
serving season. 


His right hon. friend must remember 


that this was an entirely new departure,’ 


and that before the Act of 1901 there 
was no limitation at all of the hours of 
labour in these factories. He had now 
made regulations both as to hours of 
labour and as to sanitation, which he 
hoped would result in considerable im- 
provement; but he had felt bound to 
proceed tentatively in this matter. This 
trade was one which they did not feel at 
liberty to deal with in a very drastic 
manner at first. His right hon. friend 
would observe that amongst the various 
Rules they have made the last one was of 
very great importance, and one which 
would prove a guide in their future deal- 
ings in this particular trade. It provided 
that a register must be kept in these 
factories in which the name of every 
woman or young person must be entered, 
and also the hour at which the fruit 
arrived, the processes in which women 
and young persons were employed, to- 
gether with the period of their employ- 
ment and the hours allowed for meals. 
This Rule had been adopted with the view 
of giving them some guidance in the future 
in regard to what could be done in the 
matter, and to guidethe department in con- 
sidering whether they would be justified 
at a later date in making the Rule 
more drastic. 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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The hon. Member had drawn a picture 
of the number of hours which it was 
possible for these young persons to be 
employed, but he wished to point out 
that this limitation had been imposed in 
consequence of the discussion which took 
place in Committee. They had drawn 
up the regulations with regard to this 
particular trade, so that the order was 
only applicable in cases where the fruit 
would be spoiled if these extra hours of 
labour were not allowed. This exception 
was limited to certain months in the 
year, and to the occasions when the fruit, 
on arrival, must be dealt with as a 
matter of emergency. He could not see 
that anything approaching the scandal 
which his right hon. friend feared in re. 
gard to the hours of labour could by any 
possibility arise. Although the HomeOffice 
had not felt it possible to go further than 
they had done in this Order, his right 
hon. friend might feel certain that he 
would watch the operation of the Order 
with the greatest care, and wou!d do his 
best at a future time to deal with any 
such scandals ast hose which heanticipated 
might possibly arise under the present 
Rule. What he wished to point out was 
that the rejection of this Rule would 
mean that all restrictions during the 
present season in this particular industry 
would be at once removed. He was sure 
that his right hon. friend would not 
like that state of things to arise, and 
therefore he hoped that this Motion 
would not be pressed to a division. 


ASQUITH (Fife, E.) said 
that it was quite true that the House 
approached the discussion of this subject 
under very peculiar difficulties because 
they had not had the opportunity of 


Mr. 


dealing previously with the special 
provisions made in the Order, and the 
only means they had of questioning the 
expediency of any one of those regulations 
was to take the course which the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite had done, and 
to move to annul the Order as a whole. 
This Order introduced a distinct ameliors- 
tion of the conditions under which this 
trade was carried on, and if it were 
possible to limit this Motion to the 
particular Clause to which they objected 
he was sure his right hon. friend would 
most gladly have taken that cours. 
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He had listened with some disappoint- 
ment to the statement made by the 
Home Secretary, because he had not 
given any reason in regard to the special 
conditions of this trade why a general 
limitation should not be applied. Ad- 
mitting that there were exceptional 
conditions in this industry, the Home 
Secretary had given no reasons why the 
ordinary Rule which~ applied to young 
persons under sixteen should, in this 
case, be departed from. As one who 
had had some little experience in these 
matters, and as one who knew some- 
thing about the special conditions of this 
trade, he thought it was so important 
that the general rules should be uniformly 
and universally applied unless a special 
case was made out, and which had not 
been made out in thiscase. Therefore, he 
did not think they ought to assent to the 
Order in the form in which it had been 
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the ameliorations, which this Order in- 
troduced into the general condition of the 
trade, were not brought into force during 
the present season, but as there was no 
other way of insisting that the general 
rules should be applied to this particular 
trade, and as there were no special circum- 
stances alleged by the Home Secretary in 
regard tothe exemption of persons between 
sixteen and eighteen years of age, he felt 
compelled to support the Motion. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) pointed out that the date 
fixed —namely, the 23rd of June — 
had already passed, and therefore there 
was nothing to prevent the Home Secre- 
tary making another Order. 


(12.43.) Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 76 ; Noes, 


made. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Asquith, Rt. Ho. HerbertHenry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burdett-Coutts, W 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Finch, George H. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn, A. J.(Manch’r 
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AYES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gretten, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie,J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MacDonnill, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T 

M‘Kean, John 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


NOES. 


Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
,Rt. Hn. SirMichaelHicks 
Bill, Charles 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


3H 





.| Douglas. Rt. 
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Norman, Henr 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Rilkesny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
Partington, O-wald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyn’side 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson Dr. E.C(Monag'h,N 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Talbot and Mr. Tennant. 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
wad 5 a 
Disraeli, Conin 

tg Akers- 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. } 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algemnor 





1479 Adjournment of 


Green, WalfordD.(Wedn’sbury 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton. M of (L’nd’nderry 
iat n. Robert Wm. 
redleriek Leverton 
rer Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( ristol,S) 
Lowther, Camb, raceme h Em 
Lucas, (Portsmout! 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M:Killop Jeunes (Stirlingshire 
‘Killop, James (Stirlin ) 
Milvain, Thomas 





{COMMONS} 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, prone (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murra; y,RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
gerioy, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, ang ee Torrens 
Pretyman, Ernest Geo: 
Te Robert rge 
Randles, John 8. 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Hadley Hi er b idge 
idley, Hon. ri 
Ritehse, Rt. Hn. Choe Thoms 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Rabert 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 





the House, 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Smith, Abel oy ee mettend, Rath 

Spear, John W: 

Stanley, Lord a 

Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 

— Hon. Fens iy Napier ~ 
ton, Perey M. 

Tomlinson Si Wm. Edw. M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent Col ae 

Walker, Col. William H. 

Wanklyn, James — 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 

Wylie, Alexander 

mn | Wyncham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before One o’clock. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. 


indicates that the Bill was originated in the Lords. 


The figures in 


VOLUME CX, 


mira in* 


“(n.1.]” following title 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Brought in by 


Progress. 








Title of Bill. 


*Finance 


*Freshwater Fish (Scotland) 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) 


Labour Bureaux (London) 


*Licensing 
Midwives 

*New Forest (Sale of Land 
for Public Purposes) 


*Police Reservists 

*Prison Officers (Pensions) 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquor 
(Licences (Ireland), 

Shop Clubs | 

*Statute Law Revision (Scot- 


land) [#.1.] 


University of Wales (Grad- 
tates) 





Lord Privy Seat 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh 


Lord Tweedmouth 


Lord Belper 
Duke of Northumberland 


Lord Belper 
Lord Belper 
Earl of Mayo 
Viscount Cross 


The Lord Chancellor 





Read 2* 3rd July (646) 
Read 3* and passed 4th July 
(815) 


Report Ist July (411) 
Read 3° 8th July (1044) 


Report Ist July (411) 
Read 3* and passed 4th July 
(815) 
Read 1* 30th June (295) 
Read 2* 4th July (811) 
Committee 7th July (907) 
Report 8th July (1043) 
Read 1* 7th July (882) 
Committee 4th July (791) 
Report, 10th July (1310) 
Read 1* 10th July (1303) 


Read 2* 27th June (235) 
Committee 1st July (411) 


Read 2* 27th June (236)' 
Committee lst July (411) 


Committee 8th July (1043) 
Read 2* 7th July (883) 
Committee 10th July (1303) © 
Read 1* 10th July (1303) 


Committee Ist July (411) 
Report 8th July (1043) 
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(B.) Houses or Commons. 





Brought in by 


Progress. 





British Museum [8.1. } 


*Tepeation (England and! 
gles) 


*Employment of Children 


*Finance 


*Food and Drugs Acts 
Amendments 


Labour Bureaux (London) 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) 
Amendment (No. 2) 


*Licensing 


*Marine Works (Ireland) 
Musical Copyright 


*New Forest (Sale of Land 
for Public Purposes) 


—— Council Loans (Scot- 


*Patent Laws Amendment 
Pauper Children (Ireland) 
[H.1.] 


*Poat Office Sites 


Public Libraries (Ireland) 


Mr. John Morley 


Mr. A. J Balfour 


Mr. Ritchie 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Mr. Hanbury 
Mr. Lough 
Mr. Renshaw 


Mr. Ritchie 


Mr. Wyndham 
Lord Balcarres 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. Munro Ferguson 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 
Mr. Hugh Law 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. Dillon 





Wild Birds Protection Acts 
Amendment [8,1.] 


Mr. Sydney Buxton 


. Read 3° and passed 





Read 1° 30th June (317) 
Read 2° 2nd July (639) 
Committee 3rd July (788) 


Committee 30th June (317) 
Committee 1st Jul ly (429) 
Committee 2nd July (540) 
Committee 7th July (4s) 
Committee 8th July (1087) 
Committee 9th July (1206) 


Read 1° 10th July (1391) 


Read 3° and passed 25th June 
(28) 


Read 2° 25th June (143) 
Read 3° and passed 27th June 
(292) 


Read 1° Ist J 
Read 2° 9th Ju 


Consideration 25th June(101) 

Consideration 27th June (240) 

Consideration read 3° and 
passed 4th July (822) 


Read 1° Ist July (424) 


Read 2° 27th June (292) 
2nd July 


428 
aly (1300) 


(639) 


Report 3° and passed 9th July 
(1299) 


Read 1° 8th July (1088) 


Read 2° 4th July (852) 

Read 1° 8th July (1087) 
Committee, Report, read 3° 
and passed 7th July (1039) 
Committee 8th July (1188) : 


Committee, Re read 3° 
and passed 30th June (408) 
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lust oF RutEs, OrpErs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


[In continuation of List given in previous Volume.] 





Date from which | Period te lie upon 
Title of Paper. efeitos | ue tan 





Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 12 weeks 
(Oxford),— of Statute made by the Governin 
Body of Wadham College, Oxford, on 5th Mare 
1902, amending Clause 11 of Statute II. of the 
Statutes of that College [25 and 26 Vic., c. 26, s. 7] 


Board of Education,—Copy of Draft Order in Council 
modifying certain Regulations contained in the 
Schedule to the Order in Council of 6th March 1902 
[62 and 63 Vic., c. 33, s. 5.] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Butter-making, &c.),— 
Copy of Order, dated 27th June 1902, made by 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
under Section 49 of The Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901,'with regard to the overtime employment 
of women in the making and mixing of butter and 
the making of cheese, and revoking Order made 
on 18th August 1893, under section 56 of the Act of 
1878 [1 Edw. VILI., c. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


























